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Most descriptions of negation are primarily concerned with highlighting the distinctions
between o0 and un. Little attention is given to variation in the syntax of negation constructions. The
biblical writers frequently used negation to describe what did not happen as a means of adding
emphasis to what did happen. Emphasis' can also be assigned by highlighting a specific component of a
clause rather than the entire negated clause. The purpose of this paper is to describe and illustrate the
basic patterns observed in the Greek New Testament. Based on this description, representative
examples will be presented that demonstrate the exegetical payoff of careful attention to negation.

0 Introduction

The primary purpose of this paper is to argue that the use of the negative particles o0 and pr} in
declarative statements has the effect of negating the entire clause, and not just a single element of the
clause. Furthermore, I will argue that what grammarians have described as word negation is in fact
better understood as the pragmatic choice to place emphasis on a single element of the clause. The
entire clause itself remains negated, regardless of the placement of the negative particle within the
clause. The goal is to provide a unified description of the writer’s options regarding negation in
declarative clauses so that exegetes may better understand how to determine what is being
emphasized. In other words, attention will be given to determining how the use of the negators o0 and
un in declarative statements can be used to add emphasis to the writer’s message, or some portion of
it.”

In order to accomplish this, I will provide an overview of the guidelines described by the
standard Greek grammars regarding the syntax of negation. Next, I will outline several principles that
can bring greater clarity and confidence to the interpretation of the various syntactic permutations of
negation. These principles will then be applied to passages in order to demonstrate their practical,
heuristic value both for exegesis and for pedagogy. Let us now review the standard guidelines for

interpreting negation provided by grammarians.

' This paper is intentionally written for a non-technical audience, thus ‘emphasis’ is used in place of the more
precise term ‘focus’. This analysis of information structure relies upon the theoretical framework described in
Knud Lambrecht’s Information Structure and Sentence Form: Topic, Focus and the Mental Representations of Discourse
Referents (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994). For an application of this framework to the Greek New
Testament, cf, Stephen H. Levinsohn’s Discourse Features of New Testament Greek: A Coursebook on the Information
Structure of New Testament Greek (Dallas: SIL International, 2000). For a comprehensive analysis of information
structure in the Greek New Testament, among other discourse features, cf. Runge’s Lexham Exegetical Discourse
Annotations: New Testament (Bellingham: Logos Bible Software, forthcoming).

? For treatments of the positive or negative expectations of interrogatives, or kinds of prohibitions, cf. Robertson
(1919; 2006:917, 1155-1166); Blass et al. (1961:220-225); Moule (1959:135-137, 155-157); Porter (1992:276-285).
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Funk states in §615.2, “Where o0 or ur negates the finite verb, the negative appears regularly
just before the verb.” Based on his comments in §616 that these particles “may negate elements in the
sentence other than the verb” by being placed before it, it would seem as though he views the particles
as only negating a single element, and not the entire clause. However, he does not clarify exactly what
he means.

Porter, on the other hand, offers a somewhat different account, stating “Clause negation often
but not alway [sic] appears at the beginning of a clause or proximate to the verb” (1992:282). He goes on
to suggest that one may distinguish word negation from clause negation “on the basis of whether the
negative is o0 or uf” (1992:282), though he does not provide any further detail. It would seem that he is
referring to the claim of BDF that “individual words or phrases are always negated by 00” (1961:220).
Based on the examples that Porter discusses, he seems to view negation of the verb as functionally
equivalent to clause negation, restricting word negation to negative pronouns and the like, such as
ovdei¢ and undeic (1992:282). He restricts his discussion of emphasis to the occurrence of double
negatives.

Finally, Robertson makes the claim that, “In declarative sentences the position of o0 is to be
noted when for emphasis or contrast it comes first” (1919, 2006:1158). It is unclear exactly what he
means, in that the negator is found at the beginning of a clause about 35% of the time.’

This raises a series of questions: What exactly is being negated when a negator is placed at the
beginning of a clause followed by the verb, subject and object(s)? Is only the verb negated, or the whole
clause? Is there any way to determine where the emphasis falls in a negated statement? What is the
writer trying to communicate when the negator is placed in a non-initial position, or before some
clause member other than the verb? Let’s take a look at what can be learned from how languages like
Greek, tend to accomplish various tasks.

First, Givén (1984:335-36) has noted that languages which utilize movable negative particles
most commonly place the negative particle immediately before the verb. No surprise here, this
confirms Funk’s claim. Second, when the verb occurs in its normal position at the beginning of the
clause with the negator, the exact scope of the emphasis is unclear in many cases, i.e. what is being
emphasized by the use of negation. Consider the following example of a simple negated statement from
English:

(1)  Johndidn't kick the ball.
While the statement that John did not kick the ball holds true, it is unclear where, if any, emphasis

might fall in this sentence. Without more information, it is ambiguous whether the entire statement is

* 576 out of 1623 occurrences, according to the OpenText Syntactically Analyzed Greek New Testament (2006).
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of equal importance, or whether some portion of it is more emphasized than another. While the entire
clause is negated, the scope of the emphasis is unspecified. Here is where a third principle can give us
some insight.

Givén has found that by distinguishing between what is presupposed and what is asserted in a
negated statement, the actual emphasis of the negation can be disambiguated and thus narrowed down
(1984:328-30). Linguists have found that prototypically only asserted information can be easily negated,
not presupposed information (ibid). As the presupposed information is changed, so is the emphasis of
the negation. Let’s return to our English example from Givén (1984:330) to illustrate this. The bold
marks primary stress/intonation in the sentence.

(2) a. In a context where we know that something happened, but not what:

John didn’t kick the ball.

b. Ina context where we know that the ball had been kicked, but not by whom:
John didn't kick the ball—it was Bill.

c. Ina context where we know that John did something to the ball, but not what:
John didn’t kick the ball—he threw it.
These examples illustrate that as the presupposed information changes, so does the scope of the
emphasis within what is asserted. Each answer to the question asserts some new information, with the
asserted information receiving the emphasis. If we go back to the first negated statement in (a), it could
be used to answer any one of the four questions stated in (a)-(c): what happened, who kicked the ball, or
what did Bill kick? Without more context, the emphasis of the negation in (a) is ambiguous. Let’s take a

look at some examples of simple negation from the Greek New Testament.

1 Negated clauses with the negator preceding the verb
I will begin by looking at cases where the negator immediately precedes the verb. I contend
that these are best understood as clause negation, with the caveat that only the clause elements that
follow the negator are potentially being emphasized, or are within the scope of the emphasis.
(3) Pattern 1: Negated clauses with the negator preceding the verb
Negator + Verb + Remainder of clause components (Scope of emphasis is ambiguous)
(4)  Examples of negated clauses:

(a) Mt 15:26
oUK £oT1v KaAOV AaPeiv TOV Gptov TV TéEKVwY Kal PaAeiv Toig kuvapiolc’
It is not right to take the children’s bread and throw it to the dogs (ESV).

* Jesus’ reply to the Syrophoenician woman asserts brand new information about the children’s bread and dogs
that has not yet been mentioned or alluded to in the discourse. No element of this clause is presupposed.
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(b) Luke 6:40
oUK £oT1v pabntrg Umep Tov dddokaAov’
A disciple is not above his teacher (ESV).
(c) Eph4:30
Kol ur) Avmeite T0 vebua TO dylov tol 8o’
And do not grieve the Holy Spirit of God (ESV).
(d) 1 Timothy 4:14
un auéler tod €v ool xapiopatog’
Do not neglect the gift you have (ESV)

Each of these Greek clauses has the negator in the initial position, followed immediately by the verb.
Each one asserts information about topics that are mentally accessible in the context, but that are not
presupposed from the preceding context. In each case, I contend that the whole proposition of the
clause is negated, and that the syntax does not specify whether any portion of the clause receives
special emphasis or not. In the absence of further information, the scope of the emphasis is ambiguous.

At the beginning of the section, I made the caveat that only the clause elements that follow the
negator are potentially being emphasized. In other words, the Greek writers had the choice to place
elements before the negator as a means of disambiguating just how much of the proposition was being
emphasized, thus excluding elements from the scope of the emphasis. In other words, the writers could
restrict the scope by excluding one or more clause elements from the position following the negative
particle.

(5)  Examples of negated clauses with an excluded clause member

(a) 1 Corinthians 8:8
Ppdua 8¢ Nuag oL napaotrioel @ Oe®®
Food us will not commend to God

(b) Matthew 6:1
o006V 0UK Exete Tapd TG TATPL LUDV TG £V TOIG 0VPAVOTLG
reward you do not have from your Father who is in heaven

(c) Romans 3:20
1611 €€ €pywv vopov ov dikatwboeTal tdoa odpE Evwmiov adTodg”
For by works of the law all flesh will not be justified before him.

® Jesus asserts brand new information about the disciple and the teacher, shifting from the topic of the blind
leading the blind.

® The preceding context concerned unwholesome talk, and does not allude to either the Holy Spirit or to causing
grief.

7 Paul has not mentioned Timothy’s gift in the context, thus it is not presupposed information (though it is surely
known to both of them and thus mentally accessible). Thus, the entire clause represents asserted information in
its context.

® Food might commend us to someone else, or it might do something else with respect to God.

’ There might be reward from others, or something else might be accomplished with respect to the Father.

' Works of the law might be the basis of justification before others, or something else might be accomplished before
God.
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(d) Galatians 1:16
g00£w¢ oV TipooaveDEunv capki kal aipatt'
Immediately I did not consult with flesh and blood

These clauses illustrate that elements of negated clauses can effectively be excluded from the scope of
emphasis by placing them before the negator. This effectively restricts the possible scope of the
emphasis to those elements that follow the negator. Thus, when we see the pattern NEG + Verb +
Remainder of clause, I contend that clause negation is still at work, with the emphasis of the negation
potentially covering all of the elements following the negator. Without further information, the scope
of the emphasis is ambiguous. While some have claimed that either the clause or the verb are negated
in this syntactic configuration, I contend that it is more accurate to state that the whole clause is

negated and that the scope of the emphasis is limited to those elements that follow the negator.

2 Pattern 2: When the negative particle precedes something other than the verb

(6) Pattern 2: Negator precedes non-verb element
Scope of Emphasis
Negator + Non-Verb element + Verb
So far I have only considered clauses where the negator immediately precedes the verb, with
and without clause elements preceding the negator. What if the writer wants to place the emphasis on
a single member of the negated clause? How is this done? From a linguistic standpoint, there are
different strategies for disambiguating the scope of emphasis in negated declarative statements. One
strategy is to place the emphasized element immediately after the negator, thereby isolating the
emphasized element in the position normally occupied by the verb. In other words, the pairing of the
negator with a non-verbal clause element is the Greek equivalent of what was accomplished using
intonation in (2) above. The same kind of emphasis can be conveyed in written English using what are
called ‘cleft constructions’ to isolate the emphasized element. Let’s revisit the examples from (2)
rephrased in ‘it-cleft’ constructions.
(7) a. Who kicked the ball? It was not John (who kicked the ball)—it was Bill.
b. What did John kick? It was not the ball (that he kicked)—it was the dog.
Notice that in each case the negator is placed just before the emphasized element in the isolated cleft
construction.'” I contend that placing the negator immediately before some non-verb clause element

prototypically has the same effect in Greek as the use of cleft constructions and intonation in English.

" Paul might have done something else besides consulting (and did something else, stated in the following verses,
i.e. he did not go up to Jerusalem, but went away to Arabia) or he might have consulted with something other than
flesh and blood. The emphasis is not on ‘immediately’, as implied by many English translations.

"2 Placing primary emphasis on verbs requires a different kind of strategy, and will be discussed in the section 3.
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This claim is consistent with the claims of Robertson that the position of 00 is to be related to emphasis
(1919, 2006:1158), and it seems to represent the spirit of Funk’s claim that individual clause elements
can be singled out. However, I claim that the pragmatic placement of the negator is for emphasis’ sake
and not to negate the single element. The presence of the negative particle indicates that the entire
proposition is negated. The writer has made the choice to disambiguate the scope of the emphasis by
narrowing it to a single clause member rather than the entire clause, in contrast to Pattern 1 above. I
will now apply these principles to negation examples taken in NT.

In the following examples, the negative particle occurs immediately before some clause
element other than the verb. I contend that the entire proposition is still negated, as in Pattern 1.
However, while all of the elements following the negator could potentially be emphasized in Pattern 1,
in Pattern 2 the scope of the emphasis is effectively limited to the single element. This means that
other clause elements may precede the negator without affecting the scope of negation, just as in
pattern 1. Footnotes for each verse provide the Pattern 1 retroversion of the negated clause.

(8)  Examples of a single non-verb element being emphasized in a negated clause

(a) Matthew 5:29
CUU@EPEL Yap oot Tva AdAnTat £v TV LeA®V 6oL Kal ur GAov T odud cov PAndi €ig yéevvav
For it is to your advantage that you lose one of your members and not your whole body be
thrown into Gehenna (contrasting with the ‘one part’ in the preceding clause).”

(b) Galatians 5:1
otfikete 00V kai ur) Ay {uyd SovAeiag Evéyxeode
therefore keep standing firm and do not again be subject to a yoke of slavery (i.e. they formerly
were subject to it)."

(c) Ephesians 4:20
VUELG de 00) 0UTWG Euddete TOV XP1oTOV
But not in this way did you learn Christ (i.e. you learned him in another way)."

(d) Philippians 3:3
Ol... KAUXWHEVOL €V Xp1oT® 'TooD Kal oK €V oopkl TEMO10OTEC
who... glory in Christ Jesus and not in the flesh having confidence (i.e. contrasts with boasting
in Christ Jesus in the preceding clause).™

" The English can be rephrased using Pattern 1 to read ‘in order that...the whole of your body would not be
thrown into Gehenna.’ This verse creates a double-difference contrast, where a set of two things are compared:
a)lose b)one member b’) your whole body a’) thrown into hell. The point of emphasizing Aov t6 cOud cov is both
to contrast with ‘one member’ and to emphasize the gravity of the decision: all of you will be lost, not just one
part.

" The English can be rephrased using Pattern 1 to read ‘and do not be subject again to a yoke of slavery.’ Gal. 4:8
describes how they had once been enslaved , whereas now in 5:1 he tells them that they have been called to
freedom. He calls them not to go back to their former ways, thereby re-enslaving themselves.

' The English can be rephrased using Pattern 1 to read ‘but you did not learn Christ in this way.” Notice that Oueig,
a presupposed element, can be placed before the negator just as in Pattern 1, outside the scope of the emphasis. In
4:17-20, Paul describes the way that the Gentiles walk, and the impurity that they practice. OUtwg refers back
anaphorically to the Gentile manner of life to contrast it with the manner of following Christ that they did learn.

' The English can be rephrased using Pattern 1 to read ‘and not having confidence in the flesh.” The emphasis on
having confidence ‘in the flesh’ draws the reader’s attention to what will form the topic of the following section
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(e) 1 Corinthians 6:12d
GAN” 00K €y €€ovatacdrjcopat U6 Tvog
rather not I will be enslaved under anything"’
In each of these examples, I contend that the effect of placing the non-verbal element after the negator
is to signal that the element is singled out for emphasis in the context. I further argue that the entire
clause is still being negated, not just the single element. Instead, the single member is singled out for

emphasis’ sake.

3 Pattern 3: Emphasis on corrective or restrictive information introduced by aAAa/e1 un

It was noted in the description of Pattern 1 that while the entire proposition of the clause is
negated, a specific portion might indeed receive emphasis. However, the actual scope of the emphasis
is ambiguous without additional information. I claimed that using Pattern 2, placing the negator before
some clause element other than the verb, is one means of disambiguating which element(s) is within
the scope of the emphasis. Linguists have noted that a second means of disambiguation is to add
additional information that disambiguates the intended scope. The scope may be either the entire
clause or a portion of it. Consider again examples (2) and (6) for a moment, repeated as (9) below for
convenience’ sake.

9) a. In a context where we know that something happened, but not what:

John didn’t kick the ball.

d. Ina context where we know that the ball had been kicked, but not by whom:
John didn't kick the ball—it was Bill.
It was not John (who kicked the ball)—it was Bill.

e. Ina context where we know that John did something to the ball, but not what:
John didn’t kick the ball—he threw it.
It was not the ball (that he kicked)—it was the dog.
Each of the negated clauses describes what did not happen, emphasizing the element that is corrected
using the cleft constructions that follow (i.e. ‘it was Bill’ or ‘it was the dog’). What is more, notice that the
question could have been answered much more easily by skipping the negative statement and simply
providing the positive answer. Thus, the result of providing a negative answer followed by a positive

one is to create a rhetorical ‘counterpoint-point’ set. In most of these examples, the negated clause

beginning in v. 4, i.e. Paul being the quintessential person to have had confidence in the flesh, as ridiculous as that
might be.

' The English can be rephrased using Pattern 1 to read ‘but I will not be enslaved under anything.’ The previous
part of the verse makes the point that while all things are lawful, not all are profitable. The repetition of ‘all
things are lawful’ in the second part of the verse begs for reading ovk éym é€ovaiacdricopar Und tvog as
elaboration of what Paul meant by ‘not profitable’. While there is license to engage in all things, one must
consider the consequences carefully. Though there is freedom, Paul effectively chooses not to exercise it.
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serves to highlight something that functions as a counterpoint in order to set the stage for a more
important point that follows. Use of the counterpoint-point strategy results in effectively giving the
positive answer more emphasis than it would have otherwise received using only the positive answer.
While the counterpoint is often less salient in the context than the point, this is not always the case.
One way of explicitly indicating this is through use of the construction o0 pévov... GAA& kad... (‘not
only... but also...”), where the following statement adds an equally important element to the first clause
(cf. (11e) below).

In roughly one quarter of the instances of negation found in the Greek NT, there is a
counterpoint-point strategy at work to restrict or correct the negated clause by supplying additional
information introduced by either &AL or €1 un'™. It is therefore important to note that the use of a
negated clause followed by a restriction or correction functions as a rhetorical counterpoint-point
device, just as was the case with the English examples above. The net result is to create a negated
counterpoint that has the effect of drawing greater attention to the point that follows than would have
been achieved by simply stating the positive proposition by itself. In other words, the counterpoint-
point strategy represents the choice by the writer to add extra emphasis to the point through the
creation of the counterpoint. This use of additional information is summarized below as Pattern 3.

(10) Pattern 3: Scope of emphasis disambiguated by &AAd/ei un

Negator + Verb + Remainder + (ka1 + Clause'®) GAA& OR 1 un + Clause or Clause elements
The added information can either be an entire clause, or simply the salient elements that are replacing
elements in the negated clause.”® We will now consider examples of Pattern 3 found in the Greek New

Testament.

' The following are some general observations about the function of exceptive clauses in the NT:

e In cases where the exceptive clause precedes the main clause, it functions to establish a specific ‘frame of
reference’ for the clause that follows (e.g. Matthew 24:22; Mark 8:14; 13:20; John 9:33; 15:22; 18:30; Romans
9:29; 1 Corinthians 7:17).

e In cases where the exceptive clause follows the main clause and is preceded by either a negated main clause or
an interrogative clause, the exceptive clause receives emphasis with respect to the main clause. This is due to
the counterpoint-point relation with the negated clause, or by supplying the answer to the question posed by
the interrogative pronoun in the main clause (e.g. Luke 5:21; Romans 11:15; 1 Corinthians 2:11; 2 Corinthians
2:22; Ephesians 4:9; Hebrews 3:18; 1 John 2:22; 5:5). The few exceptions that I found to this latter point are
Acts 26:32; 1 Corinthians 14:5; and 15:2.

¥ Cf. Mat 5:15.

1t should be noted that one can reasonably view the additional clause elements following dAAX as either a

compound part of the negated clause, or alternatively as a separate main clause which exhibits ellipsis. Based on

attested data like the following, where both the negation and replacement precede the main verb of the clause,
the former proposal seems more likely.
(a) Luke 5:32
ok EARALOa kaAéoat dikaiovg AAAG duapTwAolG ig petdvolav.
I have not come to call (the) righteous but sinners to repentance.
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(11) Examples of an emphasized element (i.e. Pattern 2) replaced by information introduced by
aMa.?
(a) Matthew 10:20
oV yap VLUELG €ote o1 AaAoTvTeg GAAX TO tvelua ToD TatpOg VUGV TO AaAoTV €V Duiv.
It is not you who are the ones speaking, rather it is the Spirit of our Father who is the one
speaking through you.”
Pattern 1 version: The ones speaking are not you, rather the one speaking for you (is) the Spirit
of our Father.
(b) John 7:10
ToTE Kl abTOG AVvERN 00 Qavep®§ GAAG [wg] év kpumTd.
Then he also went up, not openly but in secret.”
Pattern 1 version: He did not also go up openly, but in secret.
(c) Romans 13:5
310 dvdaykn vmotdoceaBat, o0 pdvov dia v OpynVv dAAX kol d1a TV cuveidnotv.
Therefore it is not only because of anger that it is necessary to be subject, rather it is also
because of conscience.”
Pattern 1 version: Therefore it is necessary to be subject not only because of anger...
(d) 1 Corinthians 14:2
0 Yap AaA&V yYAwoon ovk avOpwmolg Aalel dAAX B¢
For it isn’t to men that the one speaking in tongues speaks, rather to God.”
Pattern 1 version: For the one speaking in tongues does not speak to men, but to God.
(e) Philippians 2:4
U Ta £EQUTQOV EKaoToG okoToUvTeg GAAX [Kal] Td £Tépwv Ekactol
It isn’t your own things that each should look out for, rather [also] the things of others.*
Pattern 1 version: Each should not look out for your own things, but [also]...

(b) Luke 22:42
€1 fovAel Tapéveyke TOUTO TO TOTHPLOV GTT EUOD" TATV [r) TO OEANUE pou GAAX TO 6OV YivécDw
If you are willing, remove this cup from me; yet not my will but yours be done.
(c) John 7:24
un kpivete kat’ SYPiv, GAAX v Sikaiav kpioly kpivete,
Do not judge according to sight, rather with righteous judgment judge.

' In each instance, the negated clause functions as a counter-point, highlighting the ‘point’ which is introduced
by GAAG.

2 Verse 19 states that the disciples should not be anxious when they are called to testify before government
officials. The use of yap indicates that the information that follows strengthens or supports v. 19 (cf, Heckert
1996:31-36), stating the reason why they should not be anxious. This reason could have been much more simply
stated by omitting the negated counter-point.

 In John 7:4, Jesus’ brothers call him to do his works openly instead of in secret so that he might be seen. Jesus
responds by stating that his time has not yet come for such open displays, and tells them to go to the feast
without him, Verse 10 clarifies that Jesus is being consistent with what he said, since he went not publicly but in
secret.

 In Romans 13:1, Paul commands that everyone be subject to the ruling authorities, for they have been instituted
by God. He then provides practical benefits of living in subjection, viz. that one who keeps the law faces no fear of
punishment. Verse 5 clarifies that while this pragmatic reason is useful, there is another important reason: for
conscience-sake.

 Paul introduces what will be the topic of the following discourse through the use of the negated counterpoint
and point. His goal is to help the Corinthian believers compare what is accomplished by prophecy versus by
tongues by making a distinction between who in being addressed by each.

* The main verb governing the participle of this verse is the subjunctive @poviite, which is followed by a series of
five participial clauses illustrating in practical terms what kinds of things we should think the same regarding. If
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(12)Examples of Pattern 1 clauses with GAA& replacing clause elements
(a) Matthew 20:28
Gomep 6 vidg ToD &vOpwWToL 0VK AABEV SrakovnOfvar AN Srakoviicat kai Sodvat Thv Puxnv
avTol AOTpoV avTl TOAAGV
Just as the son of man did not come to be served, rather to serve and to give his life as a ransom
for many.”
(b) 1John 4:10
€V TOUTW €0TLV 1] dydmn,
oVY OTL NUELG NYATNKAUEY TOV BEOV
AN GT1L a0TOG yATtnoeV NUGG
Kal GréotetAev TOV LIOV AUTOD IAAGUOV TEPL TAV AUAPTIOV NUGDV.
In this” is love:
not that we have loved God,
rather that he loved us
and sent his son as a propitiation for our sins.”
(c) Mark 2:17
oV xpeiav €xovatv ol ioxVovteg iatpod GAN” ol KaK®OG EXOVTEG
o0k RABoV kaAéoon Sikaioug GAAX duaptwAoig (Cf. Luke 5:32).
The healthy have no need of the doctor, rather the sick ones have [need]. I did not come to call
the righteous but sinners.*
(d) 2 Timothy 1:7
oV yap £dwkev Nuiv 0 0e0g mveba dethiag GAAX Suvapew Kat dydnng Kol sw@poviouoD.
For God has not given to us a spirit of timidity, rather [a spirit of] power and love and self-
control.”
(e) 1John 2:16
TV 0 €V T¢ KOoUW, N Embupia T oapkog Kal 1] EmBuvuia TV dPOAu®Y Kal 1) dAaloveia ToD
Piov, ovk €oTiv €k TOD TaTPOG AAN" €K TOD KOGUOUL €0TIV.
For all that is in the world—the desire of the flesh and the desire of the eyes and the boast of

one accepts the bracketed reading of the adverbial kai, then the clause element that is replaced is essentially
‘added’ to ‘your own interests’ in order to reinforce the thematic connection between the two elements.

7 The entire clause of v, 28 is negated, and several components are excluded from the scope of the emphasis
through being fronted. The GAAa clause introduces two infinitival clauses which replace diakovn8fjvar in the
initial proposition.

% ‘This’ is a forward-pointing (a.k.a. proleptic or postcedent, cf. Wallace 1996:319) pronoun, used to draw
additional attention to the proposition to which it refers (cf. Runge 2007). Thus, the propositions are highlighted
both through the use of the forward-pointing pronoun, and by the counterpoint-point created by the use of
negation.

 Note that the negative particle precedes the subordinate conjunction &1t in both clauses, which I construe as
placing the entire clause within the potential scope of emphasis, and not simply fjueig or avtdg. On this basis, I
contend that these pronouns function as what are traditionally called ‘contrastive pronouns’ rather than
emphatic ones. In other words, they are fronted to establish contrasting topical frames of reference for what
follows. They are not being emphasized, but serve to create another ‘double difference contrast’ where we/God is
contrasted with he/us. The latter member in each set is the most important element of the clause, but does not
receive emphasis.

*® The presence of a single, comparable element in the &AAa clause disambiguates which element most likely
receives emphasis in the negated clause.

*' The GAA& introduces a compounded set of things that God did give us to replace what he did not give us.
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life—it is not of the Father, rather it is of the world.*

(13)Examples of Pattern 1 clauses with &AL replacing the entire negated clause

(a) Matthew 13:21
oUK €xel O pilav v €aut® GAAG TPOOKALPOG EOTLV
It does not have roots in itself, rather it is shortlived.

(b) Eph 6:4
Kol ol Tatépeg, Un mapopyilete T tékva DUOV GAAX EKTpEPeTe abTa €v Tatdelq Kal voubeoiq
Kupiov.
And Fathers, do not provoke your children, rather nourish them in the discipline and
instruction of the Lord.”

(c) 2Peter1:16
00 yap oeco@iopévolg uvboig é€akolovdricavteg Eyvwpioapev DUIv thv tol Kupiov AUV Tnood
Xptotod duvaptv kat mapovsiov GAN Emdmtar yevnOEvteg TG ékeivou peyaAeldTnToG.
For it was not having followed cleverly-made myths that we made known to you the power and
the presence of the Lord Jesus Christ, rather it was having become eyewitnesses of that
greatness.”

(d) Luke 18:13
0 8¢ teAdvNG pakpdBev £6tws 00K NBeAeV 00OE ToVG dPOAAUOUGC Emdpat £ig TOV 00pavoV, GAN
gTumtev 10 otf0og avToD...
But the tax collector, standing far off, was not willing even the eyes to lift to heaven, instead he
was beating his chest...

In the case of negated clauses followed by an excepted element, the broad initial statement is
scaled back to exclude a single thing, which receives emphasis. It is something like having a table full of
items, sweeping all of them on the floor, and then placing back on the table the single element that you

want people to focus on. The initial clause indiscriminately negates all of something in order to set the

stage for some exception as a means of highlighting the excepted element.

(14) Examples of clause negation which is restricted, typically by ei un*

% Most of v. 16 is spent asserting what the writer wants to comment on, and the comment is made using a negated
counterpoint and a positive point.
* It would seem that ‘your children’ could be construed as outside the scope of emphasis since it is stated
pronominally (a0td) in the positive assertion that follows.
* Note that the pre-verbal circumstantial clause is negated, not the main clause. The &AA& clause replaces only
the circumstantial clause by describing how it was that they did come to them. The negated clause is replaced by a
like-kind element.
* For examples of individually negated words which are replaced by positive, exceptive counterparts:
(a) Matthew 24:36
Tepi 8¢ TG Nuépag Ekefvng kal Wpag 00deic 0idev, 008 oi &yyelot T@V oVpav@dV 008 6 LISG, &l ur O
TaTHP UOVOC.
Concerning that day and hour, no one knows, neither the angels in heaven nor the Son, except the
Father alone.
(b) Mark 9:29
T00TO TO Yévog €v 00devi duvatat e€gADelv €l un €v TTpooevXii.
This kind can be driven out with nothing except with prayer.
(c) Luke 4:26-27
Kol tpoO¢ o0depiav avTt@V EméueOn "HAlag €l ur €ic Zdpenta tfig Zidwviag mpdg yovaika xipav. 7
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(a) Matthew 12:24
00106 0Uk EkPdAAet Ta Satubvia ei un év T¢) BeeAlgfoUA dpxovtt TdV Sdatpoviwy.
This one does not cast out demons except by Beelzebul, the prince of demons.™
(b) Mark 6:4
OUK £0TLV TPOPNTNG ATIHOG €1 un €V Tfj TaTpidl adToD Kal €V TOiG cLyyeveDoLy abTOD Kal €V Tfj
oikig adTo0.
A prophet is not dishonored except in his hometown and among his relatives and in his house.’
(c) 1 Corinthians 7:5
un drootepeite GAARAOUG, €1 UNTL AV €K GUUPOVOL TIPOG KALpdV,
Do not deprive one another except out of agreement for a season.*
(d) 2 Timothy 2:5
gav d¢ kat GOAT Tig, o ote@avoltal éav un vouinwg dOAron.
If someone should also compete, he is not crowned unless he competes lawfully.”

7

4  Pattern 4: Remainder of clause components + Negator + Verb

In the discussion of Pattern 2, it was claimed that placing the negator before a non-verb clause
element was the syntactic means of disambiguating what is being emphasized in a negated clause. In
the discussion of Pattern 1, I claimed that placing the negator and the verb at the beginning of the
clause does not necessarily place any special emphasis on the verb; the scope of the emphasis in such
cases is ambiguous unless additional information is provided which can disambiguate the situation, as
in Pattern 3. This raises the question of how a writer could unambiguously place emphasis on only the
verb.

I noted that Greek allows writers to place clause elements outside the scope of emphasis by
placing them in front of the negative particle. This has the effect of narrowing the scope of the
emphasis to what follows the negator. This same principle provides the answer to our question of how
to unambiguously place emphasis on the verb. One need only place the verb at the end of the main

clause with the negator immediately before it. This effectively narrows the scope of emphasis to only

kad ToAAoi Aempoi floav év t@ Topan émi "EAtcaiov tod mpo@ritov, kai 008eic adTéV
ekabapiodn i ur Natyav 6 T0pog.
And to none of them was Elijah sent except to Zarephath of the Sidonians, to a widow woman.
And there were many lepers in Israel in [the time of] Elisha the prophet, and none of them did
he cleanse except Naaman the Syrian.
* The general statement that he does not cast out demons is restricted by an exception, indicating that it can only
be done by means of Beelzebul. The Pharisees could have much more easily made their point by stating that he cast
out demons by Beelzebul, but this would not have carried the same emphasis.
%7 A prophet is indeed dishonored, but only in certain circumstances. Jesus could have much more simply stated
that a prophet is only dishonored in his hometown, etc. However, the use of a negated clause plus a restriction
has the effect of adding emphasis to the excepted elements.
* The writer is telling the Corinthians that it is permissible to deprive one another, but only under circumstances.
He could have more simply said only to deprive one another for a season, but the counterpoint-point device
makes the point much more forcefully.
* Someone who competes is indeed crowned, but only if he competes lawfully. It would have been easier simply
to state that only the one competing lawfully can be crowned, without the counterpoint.
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the verb since all the rest of the clause elements have been excluded. I will refer to this final pattern
used to emphasize the verb as Pattern 4, described below.

(15) Pattern 4: Negator precedes verb at the end of clause
Scope of Emphasis
Remainder of clause components + Negator + Verb

The principles described regarding the use of Pattern 3 to restrict or correct elements from the negated
clause apply equally well to Pattern 4. Furthermore, as was the case with the previous patterns, I still
contend that the entire clause is being negated in Pattern 4, only the specified scope of the emphasis

has changed in comparison to the other patterns. Let’s take a look at some examples from Greek

(16) Examples of only the verb being emphasized in a negated clause®
(a) Matthew 12:25
ndoa PaciAeia uepiobeioa kad avtiig Epnuodtan
Kal oo TOALG 1 oikia peprobeioa kad’ €xvtig oV otadroetal.
Every kingdom divided against itself is laid waste.
Every city or house divided against itself will not stand.*
(b) James 1:20
Opyn yap avdpog dikatoovry Beod ok €pydletal.
For the anger of man does not accomplish the righteousness of God.”
(c) Romans 13:10
1 &ydmn T® TANoiov Kakov ovk épydleTar
Love does not work wrong against a neighbor.*

It is important to note that while a verb may be emphasized in a negated clause, the positive alternative
introduced by &AAd& can replace the subject or object of the negated clause, and not just the verb. For example:
(a) 1 Corinthians 7:4
1 yovn to0 idilov oWpatog ok é€ovotdalet GAA 6 avrip,
opoiwg 8¢ kai 6 avrlp Tod 1dlov swpatog ovk e€ovotdlel GAAG 1] yuvA.
The wife [over] her own body does not have authority, rather her husband [does].
Likewise, also the husband [over] his own body does not have authority, rather the wife [does].
(b) Ephesians 4:29
Ta¢ AGyog oampog €k ToU oTdPaTog VUGV ur) éknopevécdw, dAAG ef Tig &yadog mpog oikodour|v tig xpelag,
tva 3 xdpv Toi¢ dkovovoLV.
Every unwholesome word out of your mouth let it not come out, rather if [there is] anything good
toward the building up of the need [let it come out] in order to give grace to those hearing.

*! Notice that the verb of the positive statement is in the final position, in parallel with the negated clause. The
same principle regarding emphasizing the verb in negated clauses holds true for positive clauses as well. Most are
aware that placing a clause element at the beginning of the clause is a primary means of marking emphasis in
Koine Greek. Therefore, fronting the verb, since it prototypically occurs first, cannot be used to mark emphasis.
Placing the verb in the final position is the equivalent of fronting a non-verb element. However, caution must be
exercised in making such judgments: fronting non-verb elements and placing the verb in final position are both
potential markers of emphasis. One needs to analyze what is presupposed in the context to make a determination,
as asserted information is prototypically what is emphasized, commonly referred to as the ‘focus’ of the clause by
linguists (cf. Lambrecht 1994, Dik 1984; Levinsohn 2000).

2 This house might do something else, such as fall.

 The anger of man might do something else to the righteousness of God, such as offend it.

* Instead, love might prevent wrong against a neighbor.
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(d) 1 Corinthians 10:13
TELPAGHOG DUAG 00K EIANQEeV €l ur| avOpwivog miotdg 0¢ 0 0edg,
0G 00K €doel LG Telpacdiival Oiep 0 dUvache AAAX TTOIoEL GUV TG TEPATUD Kal TNV EKPacty
100 dUvacbal vreveykelv.
A temptation has not overtaken you except what is human; and God is faithful: He will not
allow you to be tempted beyond what you are able, rather He will provide with the temptation
also the way of escape to be able to endure it.”
(e) Romans 7:7
AN TV auaptiov ovk Eyvwv €l un S vouou
TV te yap Embupiav 0Ok fdewv €1 un O vouog EAeyev: ouk EmOuunoeLs.
Rather, sin I did not know except through the law. For desire I would not have known except
the law said, “Do not covet.”
I contend that placing the verb at the end of the clause, preceded by the negative particle, is intended
to signal that the verb is receiving primary emphasis within the negated clause. Using Pattern 1 would
not have unambiguously accomplished this task. As with the other patterns, the entire proposition of
the clause is negated. The pragmatic placement of the negative particle simply marks the intended

scope of the emphasis. Pattern 4 does not have the affect of negating only the verb.

5 Conclusions

I began by describing some of the standard accounts provided by Greek grammarians regarding
the use of the negative particle in declarative clauses. Robertson correctly associated its use with
emphasis. Porter correctly associated its use with clause negation. However, a complete picture of the
dynamics at work was lacking. My goal was to provide a unified framework that could account for the
kinds of constructions found in the Greek New Testament. I also sought to provide heuristic guidelines
that would enable exegetes to better relate the syntax of the negated clauses to the emphasis the writer
intended to convey. I presented four patterns that describe the basic variations observed in negated
clauses.

Pattern 1: Negated clauses with the negator preceding the verb

Negator + Verb + Remainder of clause components (Scope of emphasis is ambiguous)

Pattern 2: Negator precedes non-verb element
Scope of Emphasis
Negator + Non-Verb clause component + Verb

Pattern 3: Scope of emphasis disambiguated by aAAa/e1 un
Scope of Emphasis
Negator + Verb + Remainder + (ka1 + Clause) &AA& OR €1 un + Clause or Clause elements

* The first statement makes clear that some temptation has indeed overtaken us: that which is common to man.
This is followed by a counterpoint-point set describing God’s care for us, not allowing us to be tempted beyond
what we can withstand. Instead, he provides a way of escape.
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Pattern 4: Negator precedes verb at the end of clause
Scope of Emphasis
Remainder of clause components + Negator + Verb

These patterns can be more generally summarized by saying that the potential scope of emphasis in a
negated clause is limited to the clause elements following the negative particle that are not
presupposed. When the verb immediately follows the negator at the beginning of the clause, the scope
may include the other asserted clause elements following the verb as well (Pattern 1). When a non-verb
element immediately follows the negator, regardless of its location in the clause, the scope of the
emphasis is prototypically limited to the single clause element (Pattern 2). Additional information may
be supplied which serves to restrict or correct all or part of the negated clause, which effectively
creates a rhetorical counterpoint and point. In such cases, the positive element receives emphasis as
well (Pattern 3). Unambiguously emphasizing the verb requires moving all non-verb elements to a
position before the negator so that only the verb remains after the negator (Pattern 4).

These claims are not made in a vacuum, even though they do represent a departure from the
standard accounts. They are consistent with the principles linguists have postulated for the pragmatics
of negative particles in verb-initial languages like Greek. However, the principles cannot account for all
of the data by themselves, they are not a silver bullet. They must be incorporated into a larger
framework of information structure in order to account for the balance of the data.

I have found a limited number of instances there the negator is left in the clause-initial position
and a contrastive topic is placed in the position following the verb. In each case, there is an emphasized
element, but the emphasis is established using the typical strategy used in positive clauses, namely
placing the most important clause element before the verb. So while these examples do not follow the
principles I have outlined above, they fall very much within the more widely employed strategies of
structuring information. These instances do not use the negator to signal the emphasis. The examples
are fairly evenly distributed across the NT books, but they represent a small minority in comparison to
kind of usage that I have described above.* In each case the entire clause is negated, and the
emphasized element is placed between the contrastive topic and the verb of the clause.

(17) Examples of Negator + Contrastive topic + Emphasized element + Verb
(a) Matt 5:30b

GUUQPEPEL YAp GOL
tva droAntat €v TV ueA®V cov
Kal ur| 6Aov t0 o@ud oov €i¢ yéevvav AnéAOn

For it is better
that you lose one of your members
than that your whole body go into hell.

%6 Cf. Matt 5:30; Luke 11:35; John 4:12; Acts 7:48; Rom 9:8; 2 Corinthians 2:1; 9:3; 12:17; 1 Thes 5:15; 1 Tim 6:1; Tit 2:5.
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(b) Luke 11:35
oK4TEL 0DV | T0 @G T €V 00l okdTOG éoTiv
Therefore be careful lest the light in you be darkness.
(c) Acts 7:47-48
Toloudv 8¢ oikodéuncev adt® oikov ** GAX ol 0 TiioTos év XE1POTOIATOLG KATOIKET
But it was Solomon who built a house for him. *® Yet the Most High does not dwell in houses
made by hands
(d) 1Tim6:1
“Ooot giotv OO {uyov dodAot tovg idioug deomdrag ndong Tiufg d&iovg nyelobwoav
tva un to Gvoua tov Beov Kal 1 Siaokadio PAacnuitoat
Let all who are under a yoke as slaves regard their own masters as worthy of all honor,
so that the name of God and the teaching may not be reviled.

There are also instances where a casus pendens construction is used to introduce a new concept. This
construction by definition uses a pronoun to refer back to the pendens information. In this case, the
pendens information is the most important part of the clause, but cannot easily be placed in a position
of emphasis. Use of the casus pendens introduces the new information, while the resumptive pronoun
can easily be placed in a position of emphasis. This is the case in Rom 9:8.

(18) Examples of Casus pendens + Emphasized pronoun + Verb
(a) Rom 9:8

T00T 0TIV 00 T TEKVX TH§ 0apKO§ TADTA TEKVA TOU BE0T

GAAG Ta TéKva TG mayyeAiog Aoyiletat €i¢ omépua

This means that it is not the children of the flesh who are the children of God,

but the children of the promise are counted as offspring.
Notice that the resumptive pronoun has been eliminated in translation, and that the pendens
information has been translated in an ‘It-cleft’ construction, which clearly signals that it is emphasized.
The &AAa clause following the negated clause replaces the emphasized element, just as described in
Pattern 3.

An even less-frequent anomaly is to have the emphasized element located outside the scope of
emphasis that I have described. The few unambiguous instances that I have found to date involve a
negative proposition that is presupposed. In the case of John 6:7, the content of the negated portion of

the clause is presupposed, and the fronted element is what is being asserted:

(19) Johne6:7
drakooiwv dnvapiwv Gptot o0k dpkodotv adToig iva €kaotog Ppax [tt] AdPn
Two hundred denarii of bread would not be enough that each one should receive a little
something.
It would seem that Philip presupposes that no amount of bread would be enough, not even as much as

200 denarii. Another example is found in Mark 9:28, where the disciples are asking why it was that Jesus

could cast out the demon but they could not. The fact that they were unable to do this is presupposed.
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The most important information in this context is the subject, since the action is presupposed, why
them?

(20) Mark 9:28
kol eloeAOSVTOg adToD €ig oikov of pabnrai adtod kat idiav énnpwtwy adtdv ‘Ot fueic ovk
noduvnOnuev ékPaleiv avtd
And when he had entered  the house, his disciples asked him privately, “Why could we not cast it
out?”

Examples (17)-(20) illustrate the need for careful attention to be given to differentiating between what
is being asserted and what is presupposed. The principles that I have proposed are a work in progress,
and they help to clarify what conclusions can be drawn from the syntax of negated declarative clauses.
While the principles that I have outlined will hold true in the majority of cases, these final examples
underscore that they must be applied within a larger framework of information structure in order to

adequately and consistently explain the usage found in the Greek New Testament.
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