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verb preceding an arthrous predicate, which is cleatly definite. Do these parallels
mean that the anarthtous predicates in 1:49 and 9:5 must also be regarded as
definite? '

In his study of this type of construction Colwell argued that the anarthrous
predicates in these two verses should be regarded as definite.?® 'The parallels are
indeed persuasive, and it is quite possible that Colwell is right at this point. An
anarthrous predicate preceding the verb, that is, may be definite if there is some
specific reason for regarding it as definite. But the present study would indicare
that the nouns in these two verses are exceptiopal cases. ‘The majority of such
predicates in the Fourth Gospel are like 1:14; 8:31, and 9:24, which were dis-
cussed above. There is no basis for regarding such predicates as definite, and it
would be incotrect to translate them as definite,?

In light of this examination of John’susage we may tun to the verse in which
we are especially interested, 1:1. Our study so.far suggests that the anarthtous
predicate in this verse has primarily a quelitative significance and that it would
be definite only if there is some specific indication of definiteness in the meaning
or context. As an aid in understanding the verse it will be helpful to ask what
Joha might have written as well as what he did write, In terms of the types of
word-order and vocabulary available to him, it would appear that John conld have
written any of the following: '

A. 3 Adyos fp & Oeds
B. feds v & Adyos
. & Adyos Oeds v :
. Vi ey < 4 L)
.. & Adyos By Geds Tohn (4 g5 “.o Beos gv o Aoyos. [Ej
. 8 Adyos Jv fclos™*
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# Colwell, " A Definite Rule,” 13-14.

®Variant readings for predicate expressions in John represent four types of modifica-
tion: (1) inversion of the anarthrous predicate — verb seguence, with addition of the arti-
de (1:49; 10:2); (2) addition of the article to an anarthrous predicate preceding the verb
(8:54; 10:36; 17:17); (3) inversion of the anarthrous predicate — verh sequence, without
addition of the article (13:35); (4) inverston of the verb — anarthrous predicate sequence
{18:15). The first two types of modification make the predicate noun unambigvously
definfte. Colwell discussed only the first type, with reference to John 1:49; Matt 23:10;
and Jas 2:19. ‘These indicated, he helieved, that “the scribes felt that a definite predicate
noun did not need the asticle before the verb and did need it after the verh” ("A Definite
Rule” 16), But the first two types of modification listed above could also mean that the
scribes believed that the definiteness of an anarthrous predicate was not sufficiently expliclt
before the verh, and so they modified the clause to make the noun unambiguously definite,

= The word theios appears only a few times in the N'T: Acts 17:27 (v. 1.),29; ‘Tit 1:9
{v. 1); 2 Pet 1:3, 4. It is not used in the Pourth Gospel. But presumably John could
have used ir, or some other word meaning “divine,” if he had wished to do so.
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Clause A, with an arthrous predicate, would mean that Jogos and zheos are
equivalent and interchangeable. “Thete would be no bo theos which is not-also
ho logos, But this eqixat’ign of the two would contradict the preceding clavse of
1:1,.in whick John writes that § Adyos v mpds t8v Gedv. -This clause suggests re-
Iat:onshtp, and thus soime forim of “personal” differentiation, between the two.

' 1e. \rerb Egaedzg&m saagthrous predicate, would probably méan

ine heing of some kind, belonging to the gen-

e:al catego:y of ; z‘beos but 52 disunct heing Trom /o theos. Clawse E would be
an; aptenpated form of . It would mean tHat the logos was “divine,” without
spequmg further ity what way Of to; ~what extent it was divine. It could also im-
ply thiax the logos, belng oaly thaios, was subotdinate 1o #éos.

]ohn evidently wished to-say sofething ahoyt the ogos thiat was other than
A apd mot¢ than D-and .. Clatises B and C, with an anarthrous predicate pre-
cedmg the verh, ace pmnatlly quallta,twe ii:meaning. ‘They indicate that the
Iogas lias the nuture of #heos: "There is 00 hasis for regarding the ‘predicate #heos
as dqflmﬁe "This would - niske B and © equwhlcnt to A, and like A they would
thien conu:ad;ct the ptecedm.g clanse ofiltl,

As Joha Bas, just spoker; in ferrs qf relamonship and differentiacion becween
ko logos. and ko:thees, he would iply in B ot C that they share the same nature
as belonging to/the reality #heos. . Cla.usés B gid C are identical in meaning but
differ slightly i emphasm C-would meat that the Jogos (rather than something
else) hdd the. nawure of 2beor. B éans that ‘the Jogos has the datute of rheos
(athier than somgtﬁ;mg élse). Fh. thig clayse, the form tbat Joha actually uses,

 Wond ,%ézea.r mp]aged at the bEgmmﬂg. for. emphasxs.

appm. ,éd the meamng of this clause- fem- tbs staudpamt of thie quahtatwe force
of #hegs-as au afapthrous: predxcate pxqcadmg the verb. It many cases theit in-
rerpretaums agi:ee with the: expla,n,aemg, that i gwan above But consideration

Word:wis- wzth God’ 20 Bnth w;:me: ; eff@ct, are argumg r:hat the predncate
shéos kasitior be regarded a5 definfte in this.clause. In térmb of our avalysis above
thig’ woul mieari that clavse B should fot; be aisimilated to clause A.

Bruce Vesvter explaing the tneining oﬁ the clause sugcinctly apdTucidly: “The

Y, W, Bernasd, 4 Cribical and Exegemal C ommenitary on ihs Gospel dccardmg o 81
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