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“Middleton in Miniature”
A Synopsisof Part 1, Chapters 1-3 of

Middleton, Thomas Fanshaw, The Doctrine of the Greek Article Applied to the Criticism and
[llustration of the New Testament. Edited by H. J. Rose. New edition. London: Rivington,
1833.

Originally published in 1808, this work defends the thesis of Granville Sharp’s “rule’! against
the (Socinian) criticism of that rule by Winstanley.2 Middleton’ s work, though now over 150
years old, remains “the most thorough treatment of the Greek article to date.”3 It has, however,
remained hard to find and relatively obscure. Few have even heard of it, let aloneread it.4 This
paper summarizes the first three chapters of Middleton’swork. To provide an overview of the
entire contents, the chapter titles for all of part one are given below with page numbersin
parentheses. (Part 2, pp. 123-470, consists of notes on the New Testament in which Middleton
comments on the use of the article, chapter by chapter through the New Testament.) The
discussion and all the examplesin part one are limited to classical texts. One of the reasons for
thisisthe intended purpose of answering Winstanley’s criticisms of Sharp from extra-biblical
Greek. The chief value of theseinitial chaptersisto be found in chapter three where Middleton
presents a detailed classification of the use of the article with common nouns.
1. Opinions of Grammarians respecting the Greek Article (1-5)
2. The Article Defined (6-31)
3. Appellatives (32—70)
3.1. Insertions in Reference
3.2. Insertions in Hypothesis
3.3. Omissions
3.4. Insertions and Omissions combined

1Granville Sharp, Remarks on the Uses of the Definite Article in the Greek Text of the New Testament:
Containing Many New Proofs of the Divinity of Christ, from Passages Which Are Wrongly Trandated in the
Common English Version (Durham: Pennington, 1798; 2d ed., 1802; 3d ed., London: Vernor and Hood, 1803 = 1st
American ed., Philadelphia: Hopkins, 1807).

2Calvin Winstanley, A Vindication of Certain Passages in the Common English Version of the New Testament:
Addressed to Granville Sharp, Esg. (Cambridge: Univ. Press, 1819).

3Stanley E. Porter, Idioms of the Greek New Testament (Sheffield: JSOT, 1992), 103 n. 1.

4|n addition to the reference by Porter (see previous note), see also (listed chronologically): A. T. Robertson, A
Grammar of the Greek New Testament in the Light of Historical Research, 4th ed. (Nashville, Broadman, 1923),
780, 795; C. F. D. Moule, An Idiom Book of New Testament Greek, 2d ed. (Cambridge: Univ. Press, 1959), 94, 109,
et. al.; Nigel Turner, Syntax, vol. 3 of A Grammar of New Testament Greek by J. H. Moulton (Edinburgh: T. & T.
Clark, 1963), 165; C. Kuehne, “The Greek Article,” Journal of Theology 13.3-15.1 (1973-75), et passim; and
especialy, Daniel B. Wallace, “ The Article with Multiple Substantives Connected by KAI in the New Testament:
Semantics and Significance” (Ph.D. diss., Dallas Theological Seminary, 1995), chapt. 2. Interestingly, BDF does not
list Middleton’ swork in the bibliography, and | found no reference to him in the section on the article—but neither
is Granville Sharp mentioned, nor even the important essay on the article by Colwell.



4. Proper Names (71-90)

5. Abstract Nouns (91-97)

6. Anomalies (98-101)

7. With certain words (102—109)

8. Position in Concord (110-14)

9. How far the Classical Rules respecting the Article apply to the N. T. (115-20)

Chapter 1: Opinions of Grammarians respecting the Greek Article

In hisfirst chapter, Middleton surveys the comments of several grammarians on the article,
including Apollonius Dyscolus (2d C.), Theodore Gaza (15th C.), a“Mr. Harris’ (author of
Hermes), Lord Monboddo, and Horne Tooke. He is generally dissatisfied with all of their
treatments of the article.

Chapter 2: The Article Defined

Middleton defines the article as follows: “The Greek Prepositive Article is the Pronoun
Relative ‘O, so employed that itsrelation is supposed to be more or less obscure; which relation,
therefore, is explained in some Adjunct annexed to the Article by the Participle of Existence
expressed or understood” (6).

Trandated into more familiar dress, that says that the article is actually arelative pronoun
used when ambiguity would otherwise result. It is a*® shorthand” notation for a more explicit
statement. For example,> 6 vios (the son) isshort for 6 @ vios (he being the son). Thisis
different from adTos éoTv 6 vlos as“ Assumption differs from Assertion” (6). In other words,
the article with vios does not make a statement (assertion), but assumes the relationship
involved. “Relation,” in the definition above, refers to the article/pronoun’ s antecedent (or
referent?).

The five sections of the chapter address various aspects of or objections to this proposed
definition.

2.1: On the Article in Homer

Middleton next discusses the use of the article in Homer. This has apparently been a subject
of considerable dispute in classical scholarship,b for Middleton refers to the position that the
articleis an invention of later times—Homer’s use of the same form is the equivalent of avTés
or éxetvos (7). Middleton rejects the first part of this statement, but agrees with the second. He
asks, however, if that use has ever really changed? In his quest for an answer heillustrates
Homer’ s use of the article with numerous examples, of which only two will be included here.

SThe example is mine, not Middleton’s. | think thisiswhat he intends to say.
6See the “Internet Notes” later in this regard.



lliad 1.9-10.7 6 yap Bact\fji xolwBels vodoov drd oTpator wpoe kakfiu8 (for he, being
embittered against the king, let loose a bad plague upon the army). Homer’ s use of 6 in this
example would normally be attos or ékelvos inlater writers.

lliad 4.399-400. dA\a TOV viov yelvaTo elo xepeta pdyn (but hisson he begat is worse
than he in battle). It would seem that Tov viov could be translated simply “the son,” but
Middleton prefers “his son.”

He then asks how these uses are any different from later writers, arguing that the difference
between article and pronoun in the examples he citesis negligible. If thisis so, he suggests that
the article should be considered a pronoun in both Homer and later writers (8). “ The pronominal
nature of ¢ is, therefore, in some instances, established beyond contradiction; and we have only
to ascertain whether this pronominal nature be ever lost” (9). He proceeds to argue that Homer
did not entertain any idea of a difference between the use of 6 as an article or as a pronoun,
concluding that “the difference between the Article and the Pronoun is not essential, but
accidental; and consequently, when we are speaking of the nature of the Article, that thereisno
difference at al.... Homer's Article, it is admitted, isa Pronoun: but so isthe Article universally”
(10-11).

Since the article is a pronoun, then why use different names to describe them? The answer is
functional. Although they are “ essentially the same thing,” the pronoun never has anominal
adjunct (i.e., anoun that it governs), whereas the article may. “6 is always a Pronoun, though it
usually retains that name, only when it is adefined Article, i.e. when the object of itsrelation is
so plainly marked, that no mistake can arise, and when, consequently, no Adjunct is requisite;
they called it an undefined Article, when such addition became necessary to the perspicuity of its
meaning” (13-14).

Pronouns
Article: undefined article  antecedent unclear adjunct needed for clarity
Pronoun: defined article antecedent is clear no adjunct needed

2.2. Object of its relation

This section considers the antecedent of the article/pronoun, devel oping the point that the
undefined article is used rather than the defined article (= pronoun proper) for purposes of clarity
in identifying the proper antecedent (which may also, of course, be a postcedent; i.e., the article
may be either retrospective or anticipative—looking backward or forward, see 2.4.). The gender
isakey in proper identification because the article will always agree with its antecedent in
gender. Instances where this is not true usually require the reader to supply a noun that refers to
the proper object. One example he cites of thisisthe phrasen onfuepov—in which instance the
articleis FSN, but it modifies an adverb (which does not decling). In thisinstance fjpepa isto be
supplied:® N nuepa dv ovjpepov. Thisexact combination is not found in the NT, but a genitive

"Middleton’s classical references do not use the standard method of citation currently employed. His references
appear, e.g., aslliad A. v. 6. Trandated, thisreads: Iliad, book one, line six. He uses Greek uncia charactersto refer
to the book number inwhich A =1, B =2, T =3, etc. Thev. standsfor line (versus).

8y o\wbels = aor. pass. ptep. > XoAdw; Opoe = aor. > pLujLL.

9Liddell & Scott, ab. ed., 633; Middleton, 15. Another example cited isT0 *AptoTdpyot (neut. art. with masc.
noun). The full senseis probably T6 dvopa éoTiv ¢v *ApioTdpyol (= hisnamebeing’A.).



isfound in Matt. 27:8, 510 ékA1|On O dypos €keTvos dypos alpaTos €ns Ths onpepov. That
nuépas isintended is evident from the v.l. in the parallel passage, Matt. 28:15, ot 6¢ \apdvTes
Ta dpylpLa émoinoav ws €édLddxOnoav. kal dtednpiodn 6 Adyos ovTos mapa ‘lovdalots
péxpt Tis onpepov [Mpépas].1o

This principle explains why the article “is placed immediately, or almost immediately before
its Predicate; for the reference being anticipative, the mind of the hearer will not bear long
suspensg; till the object of reference be known, every thing intervening will be disregarded” (17).
(The predicate of an articleisthe noun that it governs.)

2.3. Obscure reference

The referent of the article may be obscure if the adjunct is omitted, but thisis not unexpected
or problematic to an explanation of the article as a pronoun. The pronoun itself often has an
obscure referent. Apollonius pointed out that,

pronouns are of no use, when deprived of the person indicating and the person indicated:
for when written, they are of all things the most indefinite, because then they are detached
from their proper subject-matter. Hence we see the reason, why perfect writing requires the
addition of the Nouns themselves. (18)
It is the nature of the article and/or pronoun that creates the obscurity. The inclusion of the
article’ sadjunct is only the speaker’ s/writer’s effort to achieve maximum clarity (19).

A key statement in this section, and one on which Middleton will build in the next section, is
that the article frequently is used as a symbol of what is primary in the speaker’smind (and is
usually assumed to be uppermost in the hearer’s mind also) (20).

2.4. Anticipative reference vindicated

The thrust of this section isto demonstrate that the article (particularly viewed as a pronoun)
may refer not only to an antecedent referent, but also to an anticipative referent, that is, one that
he is about to introduce in the discussion but which has not previously been identified. The
articleisthus a symbol for what is uppermost in the speaker’s mind in regard to previous
statements (see previous section) and may also serve as a symbol for what is about to become the
subject of a statement (25). He summarizes,

On the whole, it appears that the Article may be used, either when conjointly with its
Predicate it recalls some former idea, or when it is intended to serve as the subject of an
hypothesis. All the various uses of the Article will come under one of these two divisions.
(25)

2.5. Participle of existence understood

The final section in chapter two returns to the last phrase of his proposed definition that refers
to the participle of existence that is understood by the article. He explains that the article appears
to indicate an ellipsis of ov and thus makes the same statement asif ¢v had been written (“the
subintellection of the participle becomes a necessary consequence,” 26). Middleton’s exampleis

10The bracketed fuépas isomitted by & A W 0148Vid f1.13 33 e ff2. Itisincluded by B D L © pc lat. Itis
interesting in this case that the Majority Text omits the word that makes the text smoother by explicitly identifying
the grammatical antecedent.



of 6 avnp (the man), which isthe same aso v avnp (he being aman). The difference between
assertion and assumption (referred to above) is expanded on the basis that “every Proposition
contains a Subject and a Predicate connected by a Copula; and that where this Copula is not
marked by a distinct word, it isimplied in the Verb” (26-27).

Chapter 3: Appellatives

This chapter applies the definition of the article set out in chapter two to actual usage and
catalogs the various rules that reflect when the article is either used or omitted. Middleton gives
numerous examplesin this section—all from classical writers. Examples cited below (where
given) have been supplied from the NT.11

3.1. Insertions in Reference

This section enumerates nine instances where the article isused (“inserted”). In most cases
the article recalls some familiar idea, whether the technical anaphoric use or amore general
relationship (ctr. with 3.2. below).

1. Renewed mention

This category is known in contemporary terminology as the article of previous reference (or
more technically, anaphoric) and is used “when a person or thing recently mentioned is spoken
of again ... the Article ... isinserted when the mention is renewed.” This may be the same noun
or a synonymous one may be substituted. It may also occur when there has not been a specific
noun used, “but the existence of such person or thing may be inferred from what has been said.”
(32)

John 4:7, yuvn ... 49,1 yurn 1 Zapapitis
John 4:10, V6wp oV ... 411, TO Vdwp TO LoV
2. Well-known person or thing ( kat’ €Eoxnv )12

The article may indicate an object that is preeminent in the mind of the hearer. Thisis not
necessarily “the best” of something (though it may be), but only what is uppermost in the mind at
the time. (It could also indicate the worst of something.) It is pressing the rule too far, however,
to argue just from the presence of the article that the object referred to isthe ultimate in its
category. (Thisis frequently done with the reference to Nicodemus in John 3:10, ov €l 6
Stddokalos Tob "Topan\ kal TadTa ol YLVOOKELS;)

John 1:21, 6 mpodriTns €l ov; (Asthe religious leaders attempt to figure out who John is,
the possibility that he is the well-known prophet of Deut. 18 formsthe basis of their

query.)

11These examples have been drawn from Wallace, Exegetical Syntax; Y oung, Intermediate NT Greek; Porter,
Idioms; or from acCordance searches (there are some from all four).

12 ¢kox1y = a standing out, prominence: metaphorically, eminence (L&S, ab. ed., 238); cp. Acts 25:23,
avdpdowv Tols kat’ éEoxny ThHs méews (the prominent men of the city)—a NT hapax.



Gal. 4:22, Tiis Taidiokns ... Ths éxevbépas (the slave woman ... the free woman)
3. Monadic nouns

A monadic noun identifies a class of one: a unique, one-of-a-kind object of which there are
no other instances. [Although Middleton classifies them separately, it would seem that objects of
nature (#5) and proper names would fit here aswell ]

Matt. 5:18, 6 oUpavos kal 1 yf

Matt. 4:1 TéTe 0 'Inools avixOn els TNV €pnuov UTO Tob TMrelaTos TELpaThfval
UTO TOD Stapdiov.

4. Possessive pronoun

The article frequently functions as a possessive pronoun. The context makes this clear; if it
does not, it is probably not legitimate to base an exegetical point on such a use.

Matt. 8:3, éxTelvas T xelpa NpaTto avtov (stretching out his hand, he touched him)
Note that hisis not the trandation of avTob but of the article; attod (= him) is genitive because
amTw takesits object in that case.

Matt. 13:28-29, 0 6¢ €1 alTols ... ol 8¢ SoDAoL Méyovoy avTd ... 6 8¢ dnowv (And he
said to them ... but the slaves said to him ... and he replied) [This example also illustrates the
use of 6 8¢ to change subjectsin dialog.]

5. With objects of nature
[ See under monadic nouns (#3).]

6. General or abstract qualities expressed by neuter adjectives

Matt. 5:39, €yo 8¢ Méyw vptv un avtioThvar T Tovnpd: (English would probably not
use the definite article here, but translate simply an evildoer.)

Matt. 7:6 Mr| 8@Te 10 dylov Tols kuolv (Do not give what is holy to dogs.)

7. Correlatives in regimen having a mutual reference (genitive construction)

Correlatives are words in regimen, having a mutual reference; and consequently so
circumstanced, that if the first relate to the second, the second must relate to the first. The
Greek writers, it is observed, mark the relation in the second wherever it is necessary to
mark it in the first: in other words, where the first has the Article, the second has it
likewise. (36)



Thisis Apollonius canon that states that when a noun is modified by a genitive noun, either
both will have the article or both will lack it.13 Middleton’s classical exampleis:

Plato, Theaetetus 2.126, 1) Tod yewpyod 86Ea (the opinion of the farmer)

Middleton notes a number of exceptionsto thisrule, including proper names in the genitive,
Baoilevs (both noted by Apollonius), enumeration, yévos, and abstract nouns. The only Greek
writer who seems to disregard thisuse is Philo. NT examples where therule is followed are
numerous, one contrasting pair will suffice:

2 Cor. 6.7, év Moyo a\nbeias, év Suvdpel Beod

Col. 1.5, év 70 M\oyo Tis d\nbelas Tod evayyeliov

8. Partitives and wholes

Thisis aspecialized instance of the preceding rule (having similar exceptions). In this case
the noun in regimen is the partitive genitivel4 and the governing noun is the part. Middleton
illustrates from:

Aristotle, Metaphysicslib. 10.100.1. at padnpatikal Tov émioTnudr (the mathematicians
among the learned; = part > whole)

NT examplesinclude:

Rom. 15:26, ToUs mToxovs ToV aylev (the poor among the saints; mrwyovs isthe part,
aylov isthe whole; both have the article)

Jude 13, kOpaTta dypra Baldoons (wild waves of the sea; kipaTa [waves] isthe part,
faldoons isthe whole; neither have the article)

9. Pronominal sense (a mutual relation expressed with  p€v and 8€)

When two things are contrasted with each other by the use of pev ... 8¢, the same pattern of
article use is observed as with partitives: either both have it, or neither do.1°

13This generally holds true, though there are numerous exceptions. For a concise summary see Y oung,
Intermediate NT Greek, 67. Y oung suggests that the exceptions may be explained one of two ways: “(1) the head
noun may be anarthrous while the genitive qualifier is articular, especialy if the head noun is the object of a
preposition, a predicate nominative, or vocative; (2) either may be anarthrousif it is a proper name (including
kUpLos) even though the other may be articular” (67). For more detailed discussion, see Wallace, Exegetical Syntax,
181-84; and Hull, TJ 7 (1986): 3-16.

14partitive genitive denotes the whole of which the head noun is a part. Wallace suggests that wholative is aless
confusing term (ES, 68 n. 32), though the name is not likely to change.

15For additional examples with the article, see: Matt. 25:33 kal oToeL Ta pév TpdBata ék SeELdy abTod,
Ta 8¢ épldra €€ edovipwr; Matt. 26:41 ypnyopeiTe kal Tpooelxeabe, (va pr| eloé\OnTe eis Telpaocpdr: 7O
pev mredpa mpébupov 1) 8¢ capE dobevis; Mark 14:38 ypnyopelTe kal mpooevxeade, lva pn ENOnTe €ls
melpacpdr: TO Lev mredpa mpddupov 1 8¢ oapE dobevis; Acts 22:9 0t 8¢ olv €pol SvTes TO pev dds



Rom. 7:25, €yw T pev vol Souvkeln vopw Beod T 8¢ capkl véuw apaptias (I, onthe
one hand, with my mind serve the law of God, but on the other hand, with my flesh |
servethe law of sin.)

1 Cor. 1:23, nuels 6¢ knpiloooper XpLoTov éoTavpopévor, Tovdalots pev okdvdalov,
€Bveowy be pwplav

3.2. Insertions in hypothesis

1. Representative of something of which an assumption is to be made

In contrast to the previous section (3.1), these uses are instances in which the article is used
as asymbol or representation of something of which an assumption (hypothesis) isto be madein
the subsequent statement (39).

Demosthenes, de Cor. § 71, movnpov 6 cukoddvTns del. (A slanderer is always evil )16

Middleton’s point seems to be that the article points to an assertion about a specific instance
of aclass. Thisisusually referred to today as the generic article, though the singular and plural
are not differentiated (i.e., both this category and the next are combined). The definite articleis
usually not used in English trandation. NT examples of the singular include:

1 Cor. 7:28, €av yiun n_mapbévos, ovx nuaptev (If avirgin marry, she has not sinned.)

1Tim. 3:2, 8€l obv Tov émlokomov dvemiAnumTov eivar (Therefore abishop must be
blameless.)

2. Inclusive sense: classes and descriptions of persons or things (plural)

Asin the previous category, the article may also be used in the plural “to denote whole
classes and descriptions of persons or things’ (40). Middleton gives an example from:

€Bedoavto TN 8¢ dwvny olk fkovoav Tod AalobvTds poi; Acts 27:41 mepieadvTes 8¢ els TéToOV
SLBdAacoov émékelhav T vady kal 1) Lev mpdpa épeloaca épelver dodievTos, 1) 8¢ mpipva éNdeTo VIO
s Blas [Tov kupdToev]; Rom. 7:25 xdpts 8¢ 7@ 8ed did "Incod XpLoTod Tod kuplov AAY. "Apd oy avTdS
€yn TO pév vol dovkelo vpw Beod TH 8¢ capkl Vo duaptias; Rom. 8:10 €l 8¢ XpLoTds év Vulv, TO pév
odpa vekpor dtd apaptiav T0 8¢ mredpa (ot did Sikatoctvny; Eph. 4:11, Kal avtos €Swkey TolUs Wy
ATooTONOVS, TOVS 8¢ TpodrTas, ToUs 8¢ ebayyeloTds, Tous 8¢ ToLpévas kal Stdaokdlovs.

For additional examples without the article, see: Rom. 8:17 el 8¢ Tékva, kal kAnpovdpoL: kKAnpovdpol pév
Beod, cuykAnpovduol 8¢ XpLoTod, elmep cupmdoxoper (va kal ouvvdoEacbiper; 1 Cor. 12:20 viv 8¢ moA\a
pev péln, év 8¢ oopa; 1 Cor. 15:39 00 mdoa odpé M abTT odpE dANa dANN pev avbpdmov, d\An 8¢ odapé
KTNVOY, dA\N 8¢ oapéE mTnrdv, dA\n 8¢ ix8wy; 1 Pet. 3:18 67t kal XpLoTos dma mepl apapTidv €mabev,
dikatos vmep ddikwr, (va pds mpoocaydyn TG Bed BavaTwdels pév capki (womolndels 8¢ mredpaTL:

16The diachronic word sleuth could make alot of mileage with the word cukoddyrTns. Its historical roots refer
to a“one who brings figs to light by shaking thetree,” (> obkov, fig + daive, show) thus “afig-shewer,” or “fig-
informer,” i.e., one who informed against persons exporting figs from Attica. It came to be used of any informer.
(L&S, ab. ed., 661.) Thankfully the word is not used in the NT and so its etymology will not likely be subjected to
pul pit abuse!



Demosthenes, de Cor. § 58, Ta pfjypata kal Ta owdopaTa, 0Tav TL KAKOY TO oGLd

Aapn, ToTe kwelTar (When the body receives some injury, then fractures and spasms
are stirred up.)

Matt. 8:20, al d\dTekes dweols €XOvoLy Kal TA TETELA TOU 0VPAVOD
kaTaoknrooets (Foxes have holes and birds of the air have nests.)

Eph. 5:25, Ot dvdpes, ayamaTe Tas yvvaikas (Husbands, love your wives.)
3.3. Omissions

1. Propositions affirming or denying existence
Matt. 4:18, noav yap aiels (for they were fishermen)
2. Nouns preceding substantive or nuncupative verbs (or participles)

Middleton’ s statement of this principleis as follows:
Another omission, which arises out of the nature of the Copula, is that which is observable
in al Nouns preceded by Verbs or Participles, Substantive or Nuncapative. In such cases
the Noun is always anarthrous....

...In general they express some attribute or dignity possessed exclusively, and might
therefore be expected to take the Articlekat’ é€oxnv: but thisis forbidden by the Verb or
Participle preceding; which is used to indicate, as hitherto unknown, the very truth which
the presence of the Article would imply to be known or supposed already: for such, aswe
have seen, isthe force of the assumptive Copula understood. (43)

[I must admit perplexity at this point. Nuncapative means oral as opposed to written. The
only possibility that | can conjure hereisthat it refersto an elided verb or participle that must be
assumed/supplied by the reader. Beyond that, the statement appearsto relate to the syntactical
pattern verb > noun. But all but one of the examples cited (6 classical and 2 LXX] contain the

pattern noun > verb. The best | can do hereisto offer the examples with (very) rough
translations.1/]

Demosthenes, de Cor. § 23, aiTios eipl Tod molépov (I am the cause of the war.)

Aesch. [= Aeschines or Aeschylus?], cont. Ctes. 820, Tovs kovdOlous, obs éNaBev €v TH

opxNoTpa xopmmyos ov. (...the knuckles[7], which he received in the orchestra being
the chorus leader.)

Ibid. 843, 0 ToApGV év Tals émLoToNdls Ypddely OTL deoToTNs €0TLY ATdvTwY

avbpamov (the one who is bold to write in the message [command? declaration?] to write
that heislord of al men.)

17)_ack of any context renders this endeavor precarious. Underlining in these examples was represented by

uncial charactersin the original. Please note also that | had only the abridged edition of L& S to work with, and no
access to the full texts.



Ibid. 861, ’ApLoTeidns 0 dikaios émkalovpevos (A. isthe one called righteous.)

Demosthenes, de Cor. 852, 6v otk dv okviodtjil €ywye Kowwov alLTnplov eimewy (???
okvioatpL ? > okvéo, to shrink, hesitate, aor. pu form? 22?¢yoye ??? kolwwvos, common;
axctnprov, sinful)

Aesh., cont. Ctes. 847, mpodoTas Tov ‘EX\frov Tovs BoltwTdpxas ékaleoe (He called the
Boeotarchs [magistrates of Boeotia] of the Greeks traitors.)

Psalm 46:[7], 611 Baoilevs (sCil. €é0TL*) mdons Tis yfs 0 6eds (... that God isking of all
the earth.) [*i.e., éoTL isto be supplied.]

Isa. 9:6, kal kaleLTal TO dropa avTod peydins Boviiis dyyelos, BavpacTos,
oupBovlos, Loxupos,... (Hisname will be called Messenger of Great Counsel,
Wonderful, Advisor, Strong One,...)18

3. After verbs of appointing, choosing, creating, etc.

With verbs of appointing, choosing, or creating, the noun that indicates the nature of the
appointment, choice, etc. is aways anarthrous. (Nouns given in the examples include aipéw,
Toléw, TiONuL, and kabloTnue.)1®

Demosthenes, de Cor. 859, nyepwv kal kvplos npedn20 dukimrmos amdvtov (Philip was
appointed leader and lord of all.)

Acts 20:28, mpooéxeTe €auTols Kal TavTl TO Tolpvie, év @ LpAs TO Tredpa TO dyLov
€0eTo émokdmovs (Watch yourselves and all the flock over which the Holy Spirit has
appointed you overseers.)

Rom. 4:17, kabBos yéypamTal 6Tt maTépa ToAGOY €Ovar TéBelkd oe (Just asit stands
written, “I have appointed you father of many nations.”) [Note that thisis adouble
accusative, which appears to follow the same rule.]

18Note that there are textual variantsin thistext; the transl. given is of the text cited by Middleton; both the
LXX and MT differ.

19An exception appearsin 1Cor. 12:18, vunt 8¢ & Beds €8eTo TA PN, &V EKaTTOV AdTOY €V TG odpaTL
kabos NBérnoer (God appointed the members...).

Other positive examplesinclude 1Cor. 12:28 Kal obs pev €6eto 6 8e0s év T ékkAnola mpdTOV
dmooToéhovs, SelTepov TpodnTas, TplTov Sidackdlovs, EémeLTa Suvdpels, émelTa XapiopaTta tapdTov,
avTiMpdels, kuBepvioels, yévn yhwooov; 1Tim. 2:7 els 0 ETébnr éyo khpuE kal dmdoTolos, dAiBeLav
My ob getdopat, diddokalos €0vdv év mioTel kal danbeiq; 2Tim. Lilleis O éTébny éyo kipuE kal
amdoTolos kal Siddokalos; and Heb. 1:2, ém’ éoxdTov Tdv Nwepdr TolTor ENdAncey MUy év vid, dv
€nkev kAnpovdpov mdvTwy, 81’ ol kal émoinoer Tovs aldvas. (Thisisacompletelist for T{6nuL; no examples
were found using aipéw; other words were not checked.)

207 pebm = 3SAPI > aipéo.
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4. Nouns in apposition that express the end or object

“Nounsin apposition, not explanatory of the essence of the preceding Noun, but of the end or
object, to which the person or thing implied in it is affirmed to be subservient, are aways
anarthrous” (45).

Demosthenes, de Cor. 869, Suvapiy eixev 1 méALs Tols vnotdTas (The city has power
over the idanders.)

5. Exclusive propositions

In “exclusive propositions ... the negation is meant to extend to every individual or to the
whole species in question, so as to exclude universally” (46).
The force of the negation will not be duly estimated, unlessit be taken to exclude
universally the several objects spoken of.... In all of them the word any may in English be
supplied before the several Nouns, or (which is the same thing) the negative must be
rendered by no, in order adequately to give the sense. (47)

Demosthenes, de Cor. 8§28, oU vavs, ob Telxn Ths MO ews TOTe kekTnévns (not [any]
ship, not [any] walls of the city at that time had been acquired)

Heb. 8:2, Tov aylov AetToupyos kal Ths oknrijs ThHs a\ndwis, fiv €émnéev 6 kipLos,
ovk dvfpwmos (aminister of the temple [holy things] and of the true tent that the Lord
set up, not [any] man.)

6. Nouns in regimen

Thisisthe converse of 3.1.7. above; in thisinstance Middleton gives examples of the
omission of the article. (An example of each was included above.)

7. Indefinite governing noun

If the governing noun is both anarthrous and indefinite the governed noun will also be
anarthrous.

Plutarch, Conviv. p. 99, yuxns ydap dpyavov 16 odpa (For the body isan instrument of the
soul.) Here the governing noun is 6pyavor which is both anarthrous and indefinite (an
instrument), thus the governed noun (Jsuxns) is also anarthrous.

The editor (Rose) notes that there are a number of exceptions to thisrule, particularly when
the governing noun is the anarthrous object of a preposition, but the governed noun that follows
in the genitive is arthrous.
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3.4. Insertions and Omissions Combined
1. Subject and predicates of propositions

The genera ruleisthat the subject usually has the article and the predicate does not (51).
This may be seen in Mark 2:28, k(pL6s éoTiv 0 vios Tob avBpdmov (The Son of Man is Lord).
The article in copulative sentences therefore often serves as the indicator of the subject. There
are, however, other options involving convertible or reciprocating propositions “which are such,
that of either term taken as the Subject the other may be affirmed as a Predicate” (54). These may
take one of three forms.2!

1. Both nominatives in a copulative sentence have the article.

John 15:1, 6 Tatip pov O yewpyos €oTiv (My Father isthe vinedresser.)

2. Neither nominative in a copul ative sentence has the article.22

Eph. 5:23, aviip éoTv kedaln Ths yuvaikos (The husband is the head of the wife.)

3. Two nominatives in a copulative sentence are joined by a coordinating conjunction and
linked by the copulative to Tavt6.23

Aristotle, Top. lib. 1.¢c.5. TavTév éoTv atobnots kal émiotnun (Thisis sensation and
knowledge.)

The fact that two nominatives do both have the article does not necessarily mean, evenin a
copulative sentence, that it is a convertible proposition, for one of the articles may serve a
different purpose (e.g., article of previous reference) (55 n. 1 [Rosg].)

2. Two+ attributives joined by a copulative assumed of the same person or thing

“When two or more Attributives joined by a Copulative or Copulatives are assumed of the
same person or thing, before the first Attributive the Article isinserted; before the remaining
onesitisomitted” (57). Thisisthe Granville Sharp rule. Where two distinct people are intended,
the article is repeated. Middleton pursues an extensive theoretical explanation of the reason why
thisistrue (59-60) and also notes several limitations necessary to thisrule (60ff). Therule
applies only to “assumible Attributives’—i.e., nouns of which attributes can be assumed

21pjscussion of this subject may be explored further in Lane McGaughy, “ Toward a Descriptive Analysis of
*Ewat asalinking Verbin NT Greek;” Wallace, Exegetical Syntax, 33-39; Porter, Idioms, 109-10; and Y oung,
Intermediate NT Greek, 64—66.

22Thiswould be a profitable research topic; few discussion spend any time on this pattern. It needs to be asked,
do al such statements form convertible propositions? (Pronouns and proper names should be excluded, of course.)
Middleton cites Aristotle, de Interp. c. 6. kaTadaots éoTww dmadavols Twos katd Twvos as an example (55).

23rquté isan Attic crasis form for To avTé. It doesnot occur inthe NT. (tadTa does appear in 4 v.l.) Using
avTos instead, | did not find any instances of similar constructionsin the NT, but my search was not exhaustive.



(described). It does not apply to: “substances considered as substances, proper names, or names
of abstract ideas’ (61).

In regard to the first exception, some nouns are used “to mark some attribute of the
substance,” their existence being pre-supposed. In this sense they function like adjectives since
the attributes of an object may belong to many objects. Proper nouns are al so excepted because it
isimpossible for the names of two distinct persons to be predicated of the same individual. The
names of abstract ideas are exempted for a similar reason which Middleton gives by citing
Locke: “Every distinct abstract ideais a distinct essence; and the names, that stand for such
distinct ideas, are the names of things essentially different” (63). Infinitives are also exempted in
that they are essentially names of abstract ideas (63). The ruleis often true of plurals, but there
are anumber of exceptions.

Middleton’s conclusion regarding the Granville Sharp rule is as follows:

Having thus investigated the canon, and having explained the ground of its
limitations and exceptions, | may be permitted to add, that Mr. Sharp’s application of it to
the New Testament, isin strict conformity with the usage of Greek writers, and with the
Syntax of the Greek Tongue; and that few of the passages which he has corrected in our
common version, can be defended without doing violence to the obvious and undisputed
meaning of the plainest sentences which profane writers supply.

Internet Info
In my perplexity over Middleton as | prepared this summary, esp. in his discussion of Homer, |
posted a query on the b-greek list. The following are two of the responses that | received.

Group: local.maillist.b-greek

Subject: Re: The article iIn Homer

From: Domenico LEMBO <lembodo@ds.cised.unina.it>

At least since Chantraine (1963), most scholars tend to think that "Homer-
does know the article. This was clearly stated by M. Leumann (1950): "Die
Umgangsprache der homerischen Zeit besass den bestimmten Artikel...
Nichtgebrauch... also schon im Epos ein Poetismus; die Alltagssprache
kommt zum Durchbruch in den seltenen Faellen der Artikelsetzung” (p. 12,
n.2). Among Leumann®s examples: 1l1. 1 11, 33, 35, 54, 106,167, 185 etc.

On this matter the latest book(let) should be H.B. Rosen, Early Greek
Grammar and Thought in Heraclitus. The Emergence of the Article,

Jerusalem 1988. Less recent is L. Y. Beck, The use of the definite article in
Attic Inscriptions prior to 4037402 B.C., Albany 1977. More general
treatment in: A. Morpurgo Davies, Glotta XLVI (1968) 77-85; Kurzova,
Glotta XCIl1 (1969) 198-205. But on the whole still useful are: Meillet
(1913) 187-193; Wackernagel 11 (1928) 125-152; Schwyzer-Debrunner 11
(1950) 19-27; Moorhouse (1982) 143-153; Bornemann-Risch (1978) $$

146-153; Blass-Debrunner-Rehkopf (1990) $$ 249-276.

Hope this helps.

Domenico LEMBO Universita® di Napoli
lembodo@ds.cised.unina.it

Rod, you might want to look at a classic piece from about 40 years ago by
Bruno Snell in _Die Entdeckung des Geistes_, E.V. _The Discovery of the
Mind_. The particular chapter is entitled something like "The Invention
of the Article.”™ Snell puts this "event"” in the sixth c. B.C.E. and
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ascribes it to lonian culture. There ought to be some bibliographic rfcs.
in his notes. Certainly it is evident that the normal use of HO,HE,TO in
Homeric epic is as a weak demonstrative. You might want to look at the
classic Homeric grammar (which I haven®t looked at for ages): Chantraine,
I think.

Carl W. Conrad

Department of Classics, Washington University

One Brookings Drive, St. Louis, MO 63130, USA



