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The paper begins by distinguishing adverbial participial clauses’ in the Greek New Testament that have
the same subject as their nuclear clause from those that have a different subject (§1). It then notes that pre-
nuclear participial clauses typically are backgrounded with respect to the nuclear clause, whereas post-
nuclear ones often fall within the focal domain of the nuclear clause (§2). Most participial clauses make
comments about topics (they have predicate focus), but some are thetic (they have sentence focus) (§3).
The final section considers the significance of variations in constituent order within participial clauses.

1. Case

Most adverbial participial clauses in the Greek New Testament are in either the nominative or the
genitive case.

Nominative participial clauses (NPCs) almost always have the same subject as their nuclear
clause. In (1), the subject of both the NPC (1a) and the nuclear clause (1b) is ‘they’ 3
(la)  AKOVOOVTEG o¢
having heard.NOM DM
(Ib)  kaTEVOYNOOV TV Kopdlav...
3P.were pierced the heart
‘Now when they heard this, they were cut to the heart...” (Acts 2:37 NRSV)

The subject of a genitive participial clause (traditionally called a ‘genitive absolute’—GA)*
typically “is not identical with the subject of the leading verb” (Healey & Healey 1990). In (2),
the subject of the GA (2a) is ‘they’, whereas the subject of the nuclear clause (2b) is ‘the priests
and the captain of the temple guard’.
(2a)  Achovvtwv O¢ avTOV TPOg  TOV MOV
speaking.GEN DM they.GEN to the people
(2b)  é&méotnoov  avTolg ol lepelg kal O otpatnyog Tod  iegpod...
3P.approached them the priests andthe captain of the temple
‘While they were speaking to the people, the priests and the captain of the temple guard ...
came up to them...” (Acts 4:1, reordered NIV)

" This paper was presented at the International Conference on Discourse and Grammar ‘Illocutionary force, informa-
tion structure and subordination between discourse and grammar’, which took place at Universeit Ghent, Belgium in
May 2008. Parts of the paper are based on Levinsohn 2000:181-87, where adverbial participial clauses are referred to
as “anarthrous” (i.e., without an article before the participle).

% «Adverbial clauses are employed to provide the situational context for the event or state that is described in a main
clause” (Whaley 1997:247). They express “an additional statement which does not form an essential part of the ver-
bal notion of the main verb” (Healey & Healey 1990). This paper does not consider participial clauses that are used
adjectively (attributively) or as a verbal complement. Healey & Healey discuss ways to distinguish the adverbial and
adjectival uses of Greek participial clauses.

3 The case of the participle and its subject is marked as follows: ACC accusative; DAT dative; GEN genitive; NOM
nominative. Other abbreviations used in the glossing of the examples are: ADD additive, DM development marker, 3P
third person plural, 3S third person singular. NIV is the New International Version of the Bible in English (1993).
NRSYV is the New Revised Standard Version (1990).

*I follow Healey & Healey in using the term absolute even when “used in a non-absolute sense” (Sim 1995:41), as
in example 2, where the genitival subject of the participial clause is involved in the action of the nuclear clause.
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The GA is used 336 times in the Greek New Testament.” Only six do not manifest a change of
surface subject between the GA and the nuclear clause, and five of them involve changes in the
role of the subject between experiencer and agent.
Thus, in (3), the role of the subject changes from experiencer to algent.6
(Ba) un  duvauévov 8¢ ovtod yvdvar 1O doporég S TOV BOpvpov
not  being able.GEN DM he.GEN to know  the definite due to the noise
(Bb)  £kéhevoev GyeoOat aVTOV €Lg TNV TOPEUPOATV.
3S.ordered to be brought him  into the barracks

‘and since he could not get at the truth because of the uproar, he ordered that he (Paul) be
taken into the barracks.” (Acts 21:34, modified NIV)

In addition to nominatives and genitives, adverbial participial clauses may also be in the dative or
the accusative case. When in the dative, the subject of the participial clause is typically dative in
both clauses. In (4), for example, the subject of ‘having embarked” is referred to as 00T)
‘he.DAT’ in both (4a) and (4b):
(4a) Koi Eupavte avTd elg 1O mhotov
and  having embarked.DAT he.DAT into the boat
(4b)  1MrorovOnoav adT® ot uedntai  avtod.
3P.followed him  the disciples his
‘And when he got into the boat, his disciples followed him.” (Matthew 8:23, NRSV)

Accusative participial clauses occasionally occur when its subject is in the accusative case in the
nuclear clause. In (5a), the participle é\00vTa ‘having come’ is in the accusative, as is the
pronoun 00TOV in (5b) whose referent was the subject of the participle.

(5a)  kal  é0oOvTa elg TNV oiklov
and having come.ACC into the house

(5b)  mpotpOaoev avTOv O ‘Inoodg AEYOV...
3S.anticipated him  the Jesus saying

‘And when he came home, Jesus spoke of it first, asking....” (Matthew 17:25, NRSV)

In both (4) and (5), the subject of the participial clause is different from that of the main clause.
However, accusative and dative participial clauses also arise when the construction requires the
subject to be in that case, in which case the subject of the two clauses is usually the same.

This is illustrated in (6). The subject of the nuclear verb £yéveto ‘it happened’ is an infinitival
clause, so the subject of the infinitival clause (a0T1|v ‘her’) is in the accusative. The subject of
both the participial clause and the infinitive are the same.

(6a)  £yéveto o6t év talg Muéporg  ékelvolg  dobevrioooay avTny
3S.happened DM in the days those having become.sick.ACC  she.ACC
(6b)  dmodovelv
to die

‘About that time it happened that she became sick and died.” (Acts 9:37, adapted from NIV)

In (7), the subject of the nuclear verb £€ygveto ‘it happened’ is again an infinitival clause, with its
subject (ue ‘me’) in the accusative (7d). The sentence contains a dative participial clause (7b) and

> Healey & Healey’s total was 313. When two or three GAs are contiguous in the same sentence, they counted them
as single occurrences. I interpreted one of their examples as the complement of a perception verb.

® In some manuscripts, the GA of 3a is changed to a NPC: ur) Suvapévoc. .. (not being able—a0toD is omitted).
In the remaining instance, the subject of the GA is different from that of the immediately following subordinate
clause, even though it is the same as that of the nuclear clause.
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a GA (7c¢), both with the same subject as (7d). As in (3), the role of the subject changes; this time,
from agent (7b-c) to experiencer (7d).
(7a-b) ’Eyéveto 8¢ pwov  /  VITOOTPEPAVTL elg "TepovoaAnu
3S.happened DM L.DAT / having returned.DAT to Jerusalem
(7c) KOl JTPOOEVYOUEVOL UOV €V T lepd
and praying.GEN LLGEN in the temple
(7d)  yevéobar pe €v EkoTaoel
to become me in trance

‘It happened that, after I had returned to Jerusalem and while I was praying in the temple, I
fell into a trance’ (Acts 22:17, adapted from NRSV)

. Participial clauses in the dative and accusative are relatively infrequent in the Greek New Testa-
ment. Consequently, the rest of this paper concentrates on participial clauses in the nominative
and, especially, the genitive.

2. Grounding and pre-nuclear versus post-nuclear participial clauses

All the adverbial participial clauses in examples (1)-(7) preceded the nuclear clause, though they
may follow it. However, their grounding status vis-a-vis the nuclear clause is usually different in
the two positions.”

The information conveyed in a pre-nuclear participial clause is typically backgrounded vis-
a-vis the information in the nuclear clause (Healey & Healey 1990). In (1) (above), ‘they heard
(this)’ (1a) relates to contextually established information and is backgrounded with respect to the
new event ‘they were cut to the heart” (1b). In (2), ‘they were speaking to the people’ (2a) relates
to contextually established information and is backgrounded with respect to the new event ‘the
priests and the captain of the temple guard ... came up to them’ (2b). In (3), ‘he could not get at
the truth because of the uproar’ (3a) relates to contextually established information® and is
backgrounded with respect to ‘he ordered that he be taken into the barracks’ (3b). And so on!

In contrast, the information conveyed in a post-nuclear participial clause is often part of the
focal domain of the nuclear clause. In (8), the post-nuclear NPCs (8c) describe the manner in
which the action of the nuclear verb (‘came’) was carried out and, as the context (8a) confirms,
are a focal part of the comment about ‘the Son of Man’.
(8a) ‘For John came neither eating nor drinking, and they say, “He has a demon™
(8b) MAOev O vidg 10D dvOpwou
3S.came the son of the man
(8c)  é00lwv Kal  ‘ivov,
eating.NOM  and drinking.NOM

“The Son of Man came eating and drinking’,
[‘and they say, “Here is a glutton and a drunkard...”’] (Matthew 11:18-19 NIV)

Similarly, in (9), the post-nuclear GA (9c¢) states the circumstances under which the speaker will
return and is a focal part of the assertion.

7 Adverbial GAs may be perfective (traditionally called ‘aorist’), imperfective (‘present’) or perfect. The majority are
imperfective, whether pre-nuclear (144/279) or post-nuclear (37/57). 126 perfectives are pre-nuclear and 16 are post-
nuclear. 9 perfects are pre-nuclear and 4 are post-nuclear. Since the aspect of the GA therefore does not determine
whether it is pre- or post-nuclear, I do not discuss aspect in this paper.

¥ The previous sentence read, ‘He was inquiring who he was and what he had done. Some in the crowd shouted one
thing; some, another.’
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(9a) ‘When they asked him to stay longer, he declined. But on taking leave of them, he said,’
Ob)  Tov  Avokdupo Tedg  VUdg

again I will return to you
(9c) 10D  0Oeod 0éhovtog

the  God.GEN being willing.GEN

‘I will come back if it is God's will’ (Acts 18:21 NIV)

Nevertheless, exceptions to this distribution are found. For example, a pre-nuclear participial
clause may be the “narrow focus” (van Valin 2005:71) of a proposition with identificational
articulation, especially if it has imperfective aspect. When this happens, the information in the
participial clause is non-established, whereas that of the nuclear clause is established.’
This is illustrated in (10). ‘I write these things’ is established information. In turn, the pre-nu-
clear NPC ‘not shaming you’ (10a) provides the focal point of contrast with ‘admonishing’ (10c).
(10a) Ovk évrpémwv Vg
not  shaming.NOM you
(10b)  ypagpw  TadTO
I write these things
(10c) AGA (g Tékva wov  ayosntd  vouvBet®d[Vv].
but as children my beloved  admonishing.NOM

‘I write these things not to shame you, but to warn you, as my dear children’ (1 Corinthians
4:14, adapted from NIV)

Conversely, post-nuclear GAs sometimes present information of secondary importance, when
compared to that of the nuclear clause, especially if they have perfective or perfect aspect. (11) is
part of a court scene and introduces Paul’s response to charges that have just been brought
against him. The governor’s invitation to him to speak (11b) is of secondary importance, when
compared to his speech.
(11a) AmekplOn  T¢ 6 Iadlog
3S.answered ADD  the Paul
(11b)  vevoavtog avt® 1od TYEUOVOG AEYELY,
having nodded.GEN  to him the.GEN governor.GEN to speak
‘Paul replied, when the governor motioned for him to speak’ (Acts 24:10, reordered NIV)

In the Greek New Testament, up to seven participial clauses may precede and be backgrounded
with respect to their nuclear clause, as (12) shows. The information in the pre-nuclear NPCs (12a-
g) is backgrounded vis-a-vis the foreground event described in (12h).

(12a) kal  yvvi ovoa v ovoer oluotog  dddeko  #
and woman.NOM being.NOM with flow ofblood twelve years
(12b) kal  TOAAK mafodoa VIO TWOMDV TPV
and many things  having suffered. NOM by many physicians
(12¢) kol  daswavnoaoo TO OO OVTAS  TTAVTOL

and  having spent.NOM the with her  all
(12d) kol  undev m@eAndeloa
and nothing having benefited. NOM

? Such an ordering constitutes a violation of the “Principle of Natural Information Flow™ (Comrie 1989:127/). When
this principle is adhered to, then the non-verbal constituents of the proposition are ordered so that those that convey
(more) established information are placed before those that convey non- or less established information.
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(12e) &M wddhov  gig T yeipov éNBodoa,

but  rather into the worse having come.NOM
(12f)  dkovoaoo mepl 1ol ‘Inood,

having heard.NOM about the Jesus
(12g) £€ABodoa &v 1) Oyhw  Smuobev

having come.NOM in the crowd behind
(12h)  Tpoto tod  wotiov  avtode
3S.touched the garment  his
‘(a) Now there was a woman who had been suffering from hemorrhages for twelve years.
(b) She had endured much under many physicians, (c) and had spent all that she had;
(d) and she was no better, (e) but rather grew worse. (f) She had heard about Jesus,
(g) and came up behind him in the crowd (h) and touched his cloak’ (Mark 5:25-27 NRSV)

3. Articulations (Focus domains)

NPC:s typically have topic-comment articulation (predicate focus), the topic being the same as
that of the nuclear clause. See, for example, the NIV translation of (12b-g) above. (12a), how-
ever, is thetic (sentence focus).

260 of the 336 GAs have topic-comment articulation (predicate focus). The norm in GAs is for
the genitival subject to be explicit. See (2a) and (3a) (the topical subject is an independent
pronoun), as well as (11b) (the topical subject is an articular noun phrase). Only rarely is the topic
implicit in a GA (12 instances in the UBS text)lo.

However, 76 of the GAs are thetic. (13a) is an example (13b is a pre-nuclear NPC).11

(13a) Tevouevng d¢ MuEpag
having become.GEN DM day.GEN
(13b)  mOLOOVTES ovotpogny ol Tovdalot
having made.NOM conspiracy the Jews.NOM
(13¢c)  dvebepdtiooy £QVTOVG

3P.bound with oath ~ themselves
‘When it became day, the Jews formed a conspiracy and bound themselves with an oath’
(Acts 23:12, modified NIV)

Lambrecht (1994:145) would also classify the GA of (14b) as thetic, since the subject is focal.
However, since the referent of 00T ‘to him’ is topical (see the NIV translation ‘he owned’), I
prefer to say that such constructions have “experiencer predicate focus” (Levinsohn 2009:23).'*
(14a)  ‘Joseph, a Levite from Cyprus, whom the apostles called Barnabas (which means Son of
Encouragement),’
(14b) Vmdpyoviog avtd dAypod
belonging.GEN to him field.GEN
(14c) mwANo0g
having sold.NOM

' Even in some of these instances, a topic pronoun in the genitive is present in certain MSS. See, for example,
Kai éM0ovTwv [adtdv | mpdg tOv Gxhov (and having come.GEN [they.GEN] to the crowd) ‘And when they came
to the crowd’ (Matthew 17:14, modified NRSV).

1 (9¢) might be thetic, too (‘if GOD wills’). However, the presence of the article allows it to be read as a comment
about God as topic (‘if God WILLS”). Section 4 discusses participial clauses in which the verb is not initial.

12 (14c) is a pre-nuclear NPC.
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(14d) Tjveykev 10 YPfua...
3S.brought  the money
‘sold a field he owned and brought the money..." (Acts 4:36-37 NIV)

On rare occasions, a NPC has identificational articulation (narrow focus). In (15a), for instance,
the narrow focus, Tl ‘what’, is found within the NPC, not the nuclear clause.'®

(15a) AwdGokole, Tl TOL00G
teacher what  having done.NOM
(15b) CTwiv oloviov  kAnpovounow;
life  eternal I will inherit

‘Teacher, what must I do to inherit eternal life?” (Luke 10:25b NRSV)

4. Constituent order variations and Dik’s template

In most of the above examples, the participial clause began with the participle and was followed
by the subject. For instance, 212 of the 336 GAs in the Greek New Testament place the subject
after the participle. This is to be expected, as Koiné Greek is a VS/VO language.'

Nevertheless, subjects and other constituents may be placed before a participle, as (9¢), (12a-b)
and (12e) show. Such variations in constituent order may be related to a template proposed by
Simon Dik (1989:363), which has turned out to be particularly applicable to VS/VO languages.

Dik’s template is: P1 P2 V Other, where

position P1 can be occupied by one or more TOPIC constituents,'” and

position P2 can be occupied by a FOCUS constituent.'®

I first illustrate instances in which one or more topical constituents occupy the P1 position, before
considering ones in which the P2 position is occupied by a focal constituent.

(16b) illustrates the placing of a topical subject in the P1 position to signal a switch of attention
from ‘the men sent by Cornelius’ (16a) to Peter.!”

(16a) “While Peter was wondering about the meaning of the vision, the men sent by Cornelius
found out where Simon's house was and stopped at the gate. They called out, asking if Simon
who was known as Peter was staying there.’

(16b) P1
ol ot IIétpov  dievOvuovuevov mepl 10D OpAUaTOg
the.GEN DM Peter.GEN reflecting.GEN on the vision

" 1t is noteworthy that, in the corresponding reply (o010 mmoleL / kal o). “This do / and you will live’—Luke
10:28b), a NPC is not used.
"* I consider a language to be of the VS type if it is common in narratives (spoken or written accounts “of connected
events in order of happening”—Oxford English Dictionary) for topical subjects that are expressed with nouns or
noun phrases to follow the verb (see also Longacre 1995:332).
13 «A referent is interpreted as the topic of a proposition if in a given situation the proposition is construed as being
about this referent, i.e. as expressing information which is relevant to and which increases the addressee’s knowledge
of this referent” (Lambrecht 1994:131).
' The focus of a proposition is “that part which indicates what the speaker intends as the most important... change to
be made in the hearer’s mental representation” (Dooley & Levinsohn 2001:62; see Lambrecht 1994:213).

It does not follow from Dik’s template that VS/VO will be the most common order in a text or even a language.
The template allows, for example, that it be the norm for P1 to be occupied by a topical subject.
' In the examples of this section, constituents that occupy the P1 position are underlined, while those that occupy the
P2 position are bolded.
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(16¢c) elmev [avt®] 1O mvedua...
3Ssaid  to him the spirit
‘While Peter was still thinking about the vision, the Spirit said to him, “Simon, three men are
looking for you.” (Acts 10:17-19 NIV)

Although topical subjects of pre-nuclear GAs sometimes occupy the P1 position to signal a
switch of attention, as in (16b), their referent is more often the subject of the previous indepen-
dent clause (27 out of 46 instances). Since a pre-nuclear GA anticipates a switch of subject in the
following nuclear clause, the subject of the GA may be thought of as a foil for the following sub-
ject (a foil is “anything that serves to set off another thing distinctly or to advantage by contrast”
—Oxford English Dictionary).
(17) is typical of this pattern. The GA follows a reported speech and its subject acts as a foil
for the one introduced in the nuclear clause (ve@EéA pmTeLvY) ‘a bright cloud’—(17b)).
(172) P1
gt avtod hahoDvtog
yet  he.GEN speaking.GEN
(17b) 100V ve@éAn potewvry  Emeoklaoev avtovg,
beholdcloud shining 3S.overshadowed them
‘While he was still speaking, a bright cloud enveloped them’ (Matthew 17:5a NIV)
(‘He was still speaking when a bright cloud enveloped them’)

On 9 of the 27 occasions that the subjects of the GA and of the previous independent clause are
the same, a pre-nuclear reference to the previous event also occurs. This is seen in (18b), where
‘these things’ refers to the previous events. The subject of the GA again acts as a foil for the one
introduced in the nuclear clause (4yyehog kvplov ‘an angel of the Lord’—(18c)).

(18a) ‘Her husband Joseph ... planned to dismiss her quietly.’

(18b) P1 P1
tadta 6t avtod €évOvundévrog
these things DM he.GEN having considered.GEN

(18c) idoV dyyehog kvplov  kat’ dvap £@dvn (1 70)
behold angel of lord in dream appeared tohim

‘But just when he had resolved to do this, an angel of the Lord appeared to him in a dream’
(Matthew 1:19-20, NRSV)

On two occasions, a spatio-temporal expression occupies the P1 position. In (19a), the locative
adverb £ketbev ‘from there’ refers to the location of the previous events. Once again, the subjects
of the GA and of the previous independent clause are the same.
(192) P1
KdketOev ¢EeNOOVTOC avTtoD
and from there having gone forth.GEN he.GEN
(19b) 1pEavto ol ypauuotels  Kob ol PapLoatol deLvRS EVEYELY. ..

3P.began the scribes and the Pharisees terribly to be hostile
‘When he left there, the scribes and the Pharisees began to be very hostile....” (Luke 11:53,
modified NRSV)

I turn now to focal constituents that occupy the P2 position for contrastive or emphatic
prominence.
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In thetic constructions, it is common for the element being introduced to occupy the P2 position.
In (20b), for instance, the preposing of d\iog ‘evening’ emphasises the lateness of the hour and,
therefore, the need for decisive action (contrast (13a) above).
(20a)  “When he landed, he saw a large crowd; he had compassion on them and healed their sick.’
(20b) P2
oplag & yevouevng
evening.GEN DM having become.GEN
(20c-d) mpoofiMdov  adT®d ol uodntai  /  AEYovTec...
3S.came to him the disciples saying.NOM
‘When it was evening, the disciples came to him and said, [“This is a remote place, and it's

already getting late. Send the crowds away, so they can go to the villages and buy themselves some
food”].” (Matthew 14:14-15, modified NIV)

(12e) (repeated below) is a topic-comment structure in which a focal constituent occupies the P2
position for contrastive prominence.
(12d) kal  pndev meeindetoa
and nothing having benefited. NOM

(12e) P2
GO wddhov gl TO Eipov éNBoDoa,
but  rather into the worse having come.NOM

‘instead of getting better, (e) having rather grown worse’ (Mark 5:26¢-d, modified NRSV)

Firbas (1964) argues that, when a comment contains more than one constituent, one of them may
carry “a higher degree of communicative dynamism” than the others. Heimerdinger (1999:167)
calls such a constituent the “dominant focal element” (DFE). In the case of (12e), the placing of
elg 1O yelpov ‘into the worse” before the participle identifies that state as the DFE.'®

(12b) is similar; ToAAG ‘many things, much’ is the DFE of the comment ‘having endured
much under many physicians’.

In (21b), only part of a constituent is placed in the P2 position. The context records that the
magistrates ordered them to be beaten (21a). (21b) describes the fulfilment of this order, with the
one piece of brand-new information, TOMGG ‘many’, preposed for emphasis. The rest of the
constituent, TANYAC ‘blows’, is in its default position after the verb and subject.

(21a)  ‘and the magistrates ordered them to be stripped and beaten’

(21b) P2
TOAMNGG  TE gmLfevTeg avTolg TANYAC
many ADD  having inflicted upon.NOM them blows

(21c) EBarov  elg QUAAKNV
3P.threw into jail
‘After they had flogged them severely, they threw them into prison’ (Acts 16:22b-23a,
modified NIV)

(22a) provides a further example in which only part of a constituent is placed in the P2 position.
This time, the participial clause is a GA and the genitival subject (a0T0D ‘he’) separates the two
parts of the focal constituent (tooadTa ... onuela ‘so many signs’). This ordering of non-esta-
blished and established information (a violation of the Principle of Natural Information Flow—
see footnote 8) probably adds to the emphasis given to Ttooabta ‘so many’ (Werth 1984).

'8 T am treating udALoV ‘rather’ as a connective.



Adverbial Participial Clauses in Koiné Greek: Grounding and Information Structure p.9

(22a) P2 (established)
Tooadta 6 avtoD onuela TETONKOTOS gupoofev avTdV
somany DM he.GEN signs having done.GEN  before them
(22b) ovk  émiotevov elg avTov,

not  3P.were believing in him

“Though he had performed so many signs in their presence, they did not believe in him’
(John 12:37 NRSV)

In independent clauses, it is not uncommon for both the P1 and P2 positions to be occupied (see
Levinsohn 2000:37). In participial clauses, in contrast, such a pattern seldom occurs.

(23a) is one of only four GAs in which both positions are occupied. The topical subject, ‘he’
(the son), occupies the P1 position to act as a foil for the switch to the father (see discussion of
(17)). The complement pakpdv ‘far’ then occupies the P2 position to emphasise how far away
the son still was when the father saw him (and rushed to meet him).

(23a) P1 P2
gt ot avrtod MaKEAV  AITEXOVTOG
still DM he.GEN far being away.GEN
(23b)  €ldev avtov 6  matne avtod

3S.saw  him  the father his
‘But while he was still far off, his father saw him...” (Luke 15:20c-d NRSV)
(‘He was still far off when his father saw him...”)

(24b) is similar, except that two focal constituents are preposed for contrastive prominence (see
further below).

(24a)  ‘Yet all these, though they were commended for their faith, did not receive what was
promised [implied: by God],’

(24b) P1 P2 P2
tol Beod TEPL UAV KOELTTOV TL TEORAEYOUEVOD,
the God.GEN for us better something having foreseen.GEN

‘since God had planned something better for us’ (Hebrews 11:39-40a, modified NRSV)

The order of the non-verbal constituents in (24b) above conforms to the Principle of Natural
Information Flow. The referent of the first constituent is the most established (God, who gave the
promise mentioned in (24a)). “‘We’ have not been mentioned in the immediate context, but the
referents are the writer and his readers. ‘Something better’ is truly non-established information.

Although it is rare for both the P1 and the P2 positions to be occupied in the same participial
clause, on occasion the nuclear clause begins with a constituent in the P1 position, which is then
followed by a GA whose P2 position is occupied. (25) exemplifies this pattern. The subject of the
nuclear clause, 1) 00hoooa ‘the sea’ occupies the P1 position, to signal a switch of attention from
the previous topic, Jesus. In turn, position P2 of the thetic GA is occupied by dveéuov ueydiov ‘a
strong wind’ (for emphasis).

(25a) “...and Jesus had not yet come to them’.
(25b) P1 P2
1 te 0dhaooa /  avépov  peydlov  mvEovtog /  dieyelpeto.
the ADD sea wind.GEN great.GEN blowing.GEN  3S.was being roused

‘Furthermore, the sea, because a strong wind was blowing, was becoming rough’ (John
6:17d-18, modified NRSV)



Adverbial Participial Clauses in Koiné Greek: Grounding and Information Structure p.10

(26a) begins with a temporal phrase in the P1 position, which sets the scene not just for the
following thetic GA, but also for the next several sentences. The P2 position of the first GA (26b)
is occupied by moAloD Oyhov ‘a large crowd’ (again, for emphasis).

(26a) Pl P2
’Ev £kelvoug 1olg uépols  mahy wohhod  Gxhov dvtog
in those the days again large.GEN crowd.GEN being.GEN
(26b) kol un éoviwv Tl PaywoLy,

and not having.GEN anything  3P.might eat
(26c)  TEOOKAAEOAUEVOS — TOVS  LoONTOg
having called.NOM the disciples
(26d) Aéyel avTolc. ..
3S.says  to them
‘During those days a large crowd again gathered. Since they had nothing to eat, Jesus called
his disciples to him and said...” (Mark 8:1, modified NIV)

(27) is an intriguing example because 1) oVVELONOLS 0¥TOD ‘their conscience’, which occupies
the P1 position, is in the nominative case and is the subject of the nuclear verb oikodoundnoeta
‘will be bolstered’. Notwithstanding translations such as ‘since their conscience is weak’
(NRSV), it is not the subject of the GA d00evolic Ov1og ‘being weak® ((00evolg ‘weak’, in the
P2 position, contrasts with ‘knowledge’).

(27a)  ‘For if someone sees you, who possess knowledge, eating in the temple of an idol,’

(27b-c) P1 P2
ovyl 1 ovveldnolg ovtod /  doBevodg Gvtog otkodounonoetal
not  the conscience his weak.GEN being.GEN 3S.will be bolstered

‘might his conscience, since he is weak, not be bolstered [to the point of eating food
sacrificed to idols]?’ (1 Cor. 8:10, adapted from NRSV)

The final set of examples illustrate adverbial participial clauses that relate to matrix clauses that
are themselves subordinated to another nuclear clause.

In (28b), the nominative participle £0y0uevog ‘coming’ precedes the matrix verb of the clause
subordinated by (¢ ‘as’.
(28a) ‘Now his elder son was in the field;’
(28b) kol Mg £oyouevog  Tyyloev i oikig,
and as coming.NOM 3S.drew near to the house
(28c) Tkovoev oUUPOVIOS kol XoPdV,

3S.heard music and dancing
‘and, when he came and approached the house, he heard music and dancing.” (Luke 15:25b
NRSV)

In (29), the GA precedes the matrix clause subordinated by Omwg ‘so that’. The topical subject of
the GA Tfig dvokploswg ‘the investigation® occupies the P1 position before the verb to signal a
switch of attention from ‘I’ (29a).

(29a)  ‘Therefore I have brought him before all of you, and especially before you, King Agrippa,’

(29b) P1

dmwg il AVOKPLOEWS YEVOUEVIG

so that the.GEN investigation.GEN having happened.GEN
(29¢)  ox® Tl Yoapwe

I may have  something I may write
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‘so that, after we have examined him, I may have something to write’ (Acts 25:26b, NRSV)

Finally, in (30c), a pre-nuclear NPC with the P2 position occupied is itself the focus of an
infinitival clause whose verb is established information (compare (10)).
(30a) ‘And whenever you pray, do not be like the hypocrites;’
(30b) OtL gLhodoLv
because 3P.love
(30b) P2
év talg ovvaymyals kai év talg yoviog tdv mhatel®dv  £otdteg  mwpooevyeodadt,
in the synagogues and onthe corners of the streets standing  to pray

‘because they love to pray standing in the synagogue and at the street corners’ (Matthew 6:5,
modified NRSV)

5. Conclusion

This paper has shown that participial clauses may have topic-comment or thetic articulation
(predicate or sentence focus). Furthermore, nearly all the variations in constituent order that occur
in independent clauses in Koiné Greek are also found in adverbial participial clauses. Thus, non-
verbal constituents are found not only after the verb, but also in the P1 (topic) or P2 (focus)
positions before the verb. There are even a few participial clauses in which both the P1 and the
P2 positions are occupied.

The only variations in constituent order that I have not yet noted are unambiguous examples of
the postposing of the verb for focal prominence (Levinsohn 2000:36)."
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