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Emphasis of the Personal Promoun. 351

each other whether the golden opportunity was: seized or lost
which is now presented for the promotion of the cause of
Christ, and the advancement of the National Church, in the
very core of England’s industries, by the completion of the
Wakefield Bishopric movement !

NorMax D. J. STRATQN.
February 10th, 1888.

b

Art. IL—EMPHASIS OF THE PERSONAL PRONOUN
IN THE GREEK TESTAMENT.

THE particular character of the emphasis created by the
presence of the personal pronoun appears to have been
somewhat overlooked by readers of the Greek Testament.

Not being aware of any work on the subject, I offer the
following as a contribution thereto. The importance of any-
thing tending to a more exact understanding of the sacred
writings is an excuse for doing so, which will readily be
admitted by readers of THE CHURCHMAN.

The emphasis arising from the personal pronoun, standing
either in agreement or in regimen, may be classed under three
heads : -

A. Where the emphasis is concentrated in the pronoun.

B. Where the emphasis partly resides in the pronoun, and
partly flows over into the rest-of the sentence.

C. Where the whole emphasis of the pronoun is distributed -
throughout the sentence; in other words, where the pronoun
is only expressed in order to make the sentence in which it
stands emphatic. '

A.

This is the ordinary case, concerning which we were taught
in our boyhood ; and probably so taught, as to make us think
that the presence of the pronoun was always thus sufficiently
accounted for; or, at any events, the pronoun in agreement.
Examples of this use of the pronoun it is unnecessary to give;
and it is to be understood that in the following pages, except
by oversight, all the omitted passages in which the Eronoun 18
for the sake of emphasis expressed are considered to come
under this head. The following sentences are given for the
sake of showing sub-divisions under this head:

(¢) Where the whole emphasis is conce}ntr,ated in thq pro-
noun in agreement: 1 Cor. 1. 12, 'Byd mév sips Iabrov, fya
TATOAA®D, AT
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(b) Where two pronouns in agreement have the emphasis
of contrast: 1 Cor. iv. 10. "Huels uwpoi did Xoiordy, buels Ot @povipos
tv Xprorg s Aueis dodevels, buels O oyqupol UueRs Evdogor, fuely Ot riuor,

(¢) Where the pronoun in agreement is contrasted with the
pronoun in regimen : 2 Cor. x. 1. Abrdg 8 éyd Habhos Tauparari
buis 3, q. d. “ the natural order of things I suffer to be reversed,
when, 7, Paul, beseech you.”

(d) Where two pronouns in regimen have the emphasis of
contrast : 2 Cor, iv. 12. "Qore 6 ddvarog év uiv vepyeirou, 7 8¢ Cuwn év
i,

Before proceeding to B and C, let us note

1st. That there are some passages in which the pronoun is
expressed, in which it is not easy to discover any special
emphasis accompanying it. This is especially the case in some
sentences in St. John’s Gospel.

2ndly. That there are cases in which the pronoun is not ex-
pressed, though apparently called for; as in John vi. 68, last
clause. An English reader would be sure to read, “ Thow hast,”
ete., giving emphasis to the pronotun, which is missing in the
Greek. Also 1 Thess. iii. 8 : viv Cauey, édv bueis orqugre.

3rdly. That with the formula ’Awdy, dusy, the pronoun in
agreement is never expressed.

B.

1) Matt. xi. 28. Asbre wpbs s wdvreg of nomidwres xei we@opriomivos,
ndyw dramaiow buds. There is, doubtless, some emphasis in
thebpronoun itself, but it also gives weight and force to its
verb.

(2.) Matt. xxviii. 20. ’Eyaé uef’ juiv eiwe.  The whole sentence
shares to some extent the emphasis of the expressed pronoun.

(3.) Mark ix. 2-15. Tb mvebua ) dradov xei xaupiv, iy sol émirdoow,
t£:ade.  “We may observe, in His address to the foul spirit,
the majestic ‘I charge thee ; no longer one whom thou mayest
dare to disobey,” etc. (Trench.) This is very questionable;
is there not more real majesty in the sentence, if we take the
expressed pronoun as giving weight, deliberation, and dignity
to the whole of it; or, at the least, recognise an overflow of
emphasis from the pronoun? Except for deference to Dr.
Trench, this would have been placed under C, without any
direct emphasis being attributed to the pronoun.

-(4) Luke i. 19. ’Ey4 ¢/us TafBpar.  The emphasis overflows,
and adds solemnity to the announcement.

(5.) Luke viii. 46. ’Ey® ydg tyvay dbvaus #Esibolooy &7 Fuol.
The peculiar subject-matter requires this redoubled expression
of personality. There may be an emphasis special to ¢y4, q.d.
“I know, what you do not,” but it is not thus exhausted, but
partially carried through the whole sentence.
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(6.) John iii. 10. S0 & é diddoraress « Art thou the teacher?”
Though the personal pronoun could not be dispensed with,
and retains a considerable emphasis, yet the emphasis also
passes on into the remainder of the sentence, and contributes

oint and forece to it.

(7.) John viii. 12, ’Eyd eiut vd piog rob xdouov. Some emphasis
on the pronoun, but overflowing into the rest of the sentence,
and giving weight to it.

(8.) John xiiL. 7. "0 éyd wud, b odx oldas der. No doubt
there is an emphasis of contrast between these pronouns, but
not very strongly marked. Much of the emphasis overflows
and gives a sense of deliberateness to the whole sentence.

(9.) John xv. 14, “Tpuel @idor pov éori, tav worfire Gou by fvrén-
romws bul. A sentence of nearly the same character as the
last.

(10.) Tiédev ef 65 The pronoun retains its emphasis, but at
the same time contributes to the solemn weight of the
momentous question, as a whole. _

(11.) Acts xv.19. A éyw apivw.  Of course, there is a very
distinct emphasis in the pronoun, but it is not less obvious
that some of it passes on, and contributes to the weight
and deliberation of the whole “sentence.” “Quare ego ita
censeo.”

(12.) Phil. iii. 18, 'Eyd tuavrev ob Meyilopas rarehnpivas.
“ Others might well think this of Paul,” 4.e., that he had
apprehended ; so Bengel remarks, and in that case this would
come under A. But Lightfoot truly says, “ This seems hardly
to be the point of the expression.” St. Paul is not contrasting
his own estimate of himself with other people’s estimate of
him, but his estimate of himself with others’ estimate of them-
selves.” This being so, if we allow some emphasis to remain
on the pronoun, we must see some of it overflowing into the
sentence ; it expresses the deliberateness of his judgment.

(13) Phil. iv. 11. ’Eya yde fuabos, b olc sius, adrdguns ehvai
Perhaps some emphasis is lodged in the éy® (he may be con-
trasting his real independence with the vaunted independence
of the Stoics; comp. weuinuas in the next verse), but 1t mainly
overflows, and gives an air of settled deliberateness to the
whole utterance.

(14.) James ii. 19. 30 morsbers 6mr & ©eds <ig dowu, “Thou
believest that God is one.” R.V. Some emphasis resides in
the pronoun, but some is spread over the sentence, and con-
tributes to a slowly-delivered irony.

(15.) 1 John iv, 14, ‘Huels rededucba xai wagrogoius. The
emphasis of the pronoun runs over, and gives solemnity to
the sentence. So also v. 16.

It. may here be observed that on Acts xv. 7 (busks imisradie),

VOL. IL—NEW SERIES, NO, VIL 2D
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Alford remarks, “In Peter's speeches in ch. x. this phrase
occurs twice at the beginning of a sentence; vv. 28 and 87:
and we have traces of the same way of expressing the personal
pronoun in his speeches, ch. ii. 15; 1 14, 25.” The value
of the pronoun seems to come under this head; but see
C (30).

C.

(1) Matt. x. 16. ’Tdod, iyw dmooriddhw buds dg wpiBura v pécy
29xwv.  The personal pronoun is not used for emphasis in
itself, but for the sake of giving weight and solemnity to the
whole sentence. And it 18 worthy of observation in how .
many passages this is the case, where either the conferring,
or the receiving, of a divine commission is spoken of.

(2.) Matt. x1. 10; Mark i 2. ’Iewd, éyd dmooriAdw riv deyyerdy
o See above,

(3.) Matt. xvi. 16; Mark viii. 29. 3¢ ¢ Xproré.  The pro-
noun gives weight and force to the whole sentence.

(4.) Matt, xxiii, 84. A robro, i30d, tyer dmooriadw wpbs bufic
mpopirag. See (1). In passing it may be suggested that di
rog70 would be better translated « therefore” (not “wherefore”),
looking forward to an apodosis in &zws! It is so translated
in RV,

(5.) Matt. xxvi. 64. 30 eimuc.  The distribution of emphasis
1s manifest in this solemn reply.

(6.) Matt. xxvil. 11. 35 &6 Bumrebs; =0 Aéyerz, As in the
last quotation. _

(7.) Mark i. 11. 35 ¢ ¢ vics pov 6 dyanyrés. The presence
of the pronoun contributes to the solemnity of the whole
sentence. So also

(8.) Mark xii. 26 ; Matt. xxii. 82. ’Eyé & ©cds "APpudp : ex-
cept that here the pronoun includes the verb.

9. Luke ix. 9. 'Tawdwyy 2yi amexnepdionr /s O tariv of Tog wegl
of eyt daobw roaira. The presence of the personal pronoun
twice is_best accounted for by viewing the sentence as the
slow, deliberate utterance of a man greatly perplexed, not
knowing what to think, and pausing between each word.

(10.) Luke xxiii. 14. Kal 780, éydr évimiov Spdsy dvanpivag obdts
eugor,  No sFecial emphasis in &yé; its use is to give weight
and judicial character to the whole sentence. '

(11.) John i, 19. 30 rig eF; « Ag for thyself, who art thou ?”
So Westcott ; but this seems forced. The real reason for

the pronoun seems to be that the inquiry is put in the most
formal manner.

! Compare John v. 16 ; viii. 47 ; and Isa. liii. 12, LXX,
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12.) John iv. 88. ’'Eya éamioraix bufs.  See (1)

(13 John v. 36. Ta éya & idwné wor 6 Tlarip ive rerediow adrd,
abre & foya & dyd wod, paprupsi wipl uel. The redundance of the
sentence gives it weight and solemnity; and the iya, if

enuine, is in keeping with this ; but Westcott rejects it.!

(14.) John vi. 40, 44. Avacriow adriviyd . .. dyd dvasriow
abrov.  “In'v. 40 the believer and Christ are placed in remark-
~ able juxtaposition ; here the ‘I’ stands first with a reference
to the preceding clause” (Westcott). This may be so; but
in v. 89 the personal pronoun is not expressed ; and it may be
that it has no special emphasis of its own in either of these
two verses, and is introduced only for the sake of giving
weight to a very important statement. )

(15.) John vi. 70. Odx éyd éEersEcum ; similar to (1).

(16.) John x. 34. ’Eyad efma, beoi iove. The pronoun gives
solemnity to the whole sentence.

(17.) John xi. 27. ’Eyw memicrevnoa b7 o) ¢ 6 Xprords. A strong
instance in point, at least as regards the first pronoun. It
would mar the beauty and force of the whole sentence to fix a
special emphasis on this pronoun. The profession of faith is
to be regarded as uttered with something of the thoughtful
deliberateness with which a devout Christian would begin the
Creed: “I ... believe” So, perhaps, ch. vi. 69, “ We be-
lieve and are sure.”

(18.) John xvi. 7. ’Eya thrice. The first comes under this
head ; the others under A.

(19.) John xvi. 27. ’Eya mopd 7ol @b ifirdo. If, as we
have seen, the solemnity of any divine mission is marked by
the introduction of the personal pronoun, much more this, the
highest of all. (See also xvii. 8, 21, 23, 25.)

(20.) John xvii. 4, 9, 14, 19. It is confirmatory of the view
here put forth to find that in this solemn prayer the personal
pronoun comes in so frequently where it might otherwise have
been omitted, as is proved by comparing v. 9 with v.15. In
the first, éy@ é{wrd, giving solemnity to a prefatory sentence,
as it were. In the second, simply épwsé.

(21.) John xviii. 87. Obxody Broneds ef 603 . . . 60 Myers, 7
Boainels efus byd. Eyd eig Tolro yeyivnuou, nei gis Toire EAAAVIG &ig Tby
xdowoy, fve pogrupfow 7j danbeiq. < A king then art thou ?” .
“Thou sayest that a king am I.” The collocation is note-
worthy, the answer following the order of the question, and
showing at least a partial distribution of emphasis, more pro-
perly to be classed under B. But the solemn words that
follow seem to belong to this head, the pronoun simply
spreading emphasis over the whole sentence. See (19) and (1).

! The text used in this paper is that of Scholz, published by Bagster.
o 2p2 -
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(22.) John xviii. 20. 'Eya waiineiq idrgon vf rooud* tyd wdyrore
#idafa tv owvaywys. The pronouns seem meant to invest the
whole reply with deliberateness and weight.

(28.) Acts iv. 7. 'Ev wmolp dviuar dromoare Tobro Luelz; v, 9,
Ei fuel; onuspov dvarowimedn, k.m0 A solemn judicial question,
and a solemn preface to the reply; the pronoun being intro-
duced to give deliberateness to each.

(24.) Acts ix. 16. ’'Eyd yap imodsifw adr@.  The pronoun ex-
pressed to give solemnity to the whole declaration.
~ (25) Acts xi. 5. 'Ry dumy & @oru 'Limay, A remarkable
instance in point. We can imagine the wvery deliberate
manner in which the Apostle records the circumstances which
explain the conduct that had been impugned. Hence the
pronoun.!

(26.) Acts xiil. 32, "Huels dudc sbayysiiiucde. The pronoun
expressed to give weight and importance to the announce-
ment ; the juxtaposition of the two pronouns contributing to
this effect.

(27.) Acts xiil. 41. "Egyov iyd ppydfopar.  As (16) from the
LXX.

(28.) Acts xvil. 3. "Ov iyd xavayyi\w buh. Pronoun ex-
pressed to give importance to the announcement; partly
too, perhaps, on account of the sudden transition from the
oratio obliqua.

(29.) Acts xvil. 23. Tolsov (rather, perhaps, roire) iya
xorayyihhe buk.  No emphasis of contrast, since the pronoun
is omitted in the other clause. Emphasis distributed, as in
the last example.

(80.) Acts xx. 18, 25,29, ‘Tueis inmicracds, and dyo ofde, twice.
The pronouns are plainly used to give weight to the assertion;
their use with these particular verbs is noteworthy ; and their
occurrence here in a Pauline speech tends to qualify Alford’s
remark quoted above.

(81.) Acts xxiil. 1, 6; xxviil. 17. ~Asdess adehpol, sy xr.A.
See (25). After the address, dwdgec &derpas, it perhaps sounded
more respectful to insert the personal pronoun, as well as more
consonant with the weight of the subject-matter; just as we
should avoid familiar abbreviations on similar occasions.?

1 Tt might have been #juny év ’Iérmy. The same reason which caused
the insertion of wé\et would cause the insertion of iyé—to give deliberate-
ness to a sentence. Let an illustration be given from our own language
in support of the theory advanced in these pages. The verb *to thank ”
is one of the very few the pronoun to which is generally understood.
“No, thank you ” conveys a simple negative. “No, I thank you ” makes
it more formal and deliberate, without any sort of emphasis on the pro-
noun itself. There is the same difference between  Pray, don’t ” and
“I pray you, do not.”

? Compare the use of !y& without special emphasis in the set speech of
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(82) 1 Cor. v. 8. ’Ey® wiviydp . . . fidn xéxg;me. Solemn
judicial sentence, requiring the fullest expression.

33)1 Cor. ix. 3. ‘H éus) amoroyin Tois épt dvaxpivovary, 'This -
throws much light on the principle here contended for. It is
a solemn preface to what follows, uttered with the utmost
deliberation. The translators seem to have caught the spirit
of it, and to have sought an equivalent in English by using
the auxiliary verb, “ do examine.” (Not so, however, the R.V.)

(34.) 1 Cor. x. 30. Ei tyd ydpm periyw, ri Broopruoimor big
ov syw tixapiord ; Emphasis wholly distributed ; none on the
pronoun, as such, which is used simply to avoid making the
sentence abstract, and to give it force and life.

(35.) 1 Cor. xii. 13. ’'Ev & Tisbuar nuel; wdives elg © ﬂua
Bumriodnusy. The pronoun seems thrown in only to give im-
portance to the whole sentence. So also 2 Cor. v. 16. "Hueis
&b 7ol vV UBtvee oilotpeey nauTd adprat.

(86.) 2 Cor. i. 28. ’Eyw 8 mdprupe viv @sbv imnakodmas i5 Ty
tuiy Juxav. A very remarkable and strong instance in point.,
The personal pronoun, followed by its possessive, is evidentl
used to give the most emphatic solemnity to the whole appeal.

(87.) Col. 1. 25, "H; eysvbuny ty@ didnovos. Similar, or rather
correlative, to (1).

(88.) Col i. 28, “Ov #ue’ xarayyirrower, On the same prin-
ciple as the last. :

(39.) 1 Tim. i. 11. "0 émoredlny &yd.  Cognate to the above.

" (40.) 1Tim. ii. 7. Eig 8 irédny syw xhpuf nai dwdororos. Another
correlative to (1). So also 2 Tim. 1. 11.

We may here observe that Westcott says on John ix. 34,
ab diddoxers nuits 3 (“dost thou teach us?”) “the emphasis \is
on ‘teach.”” Yes; on the supposition that there must be
“the emphasis,” But it would rather appear that the whole
question is charged with emphasis, ang that each word in
it, the verb, the pronoun in agreement, and the pronoun in
regimen, contributes to what may be called a sustained em-
phasis. Westcott’s remark, however, may be claimed as deny-
ing special emphasis to the nominative pronoun, even when
there is a primd facie case for it..

The above instances, especially those under the last head,
are submitted to students of the Greek Testament with due
deference, but with a conviction that a case has been made
out for, at any rate, a ventilation of the subject.

GEORGE RENAUD.

Clei‘sthenes, Herod. vi. 130 : "Avdpec, maddc tiic tufic pynoTipes tyo dpag kT

[see (26).]



