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sar"s thdt rt is o.lv Ln the lasr tqenrr-ii!e rerrs th!t rhe srudy of$ords and rhcir neaniDg
has come to ihe toreioni of acadenic coocerns. Moreover, o.h in lhrs cenlury ha\ ir
been truly rccosDied as a linguisLic science in its o"n righr .lame! Ba.r'5 epochalrork
Thc Smanti.s ol Riblical Langrdre (1961) iirsl applicd linguistic principhs scienrilicalir-
io biblicalsludv. Thc results i!tre srartling. to sav rhe lcast. Previously. rholars rhoushi
Ihat lhe neaning of a Ford could be lound in irs historicrl developmcnt (the rh$is of
thc irrst iolunre on senanlics crcr ptrblished, by Nl. Brell in 1897). Wc no{ know hotr
nuch more comtihx r! the Lrue discovcrt ofirord meaning Silva ncntions thcftusrrarion
of allcnpting 1o cover rhis lleld. "a lasL thdr cdnnot be executed in onc lolunc sirhoul
ove.simplifyin8 rhe nare.ial" (1983 9). Hos much more dillicujr is ir 10 corer 0D i\Ne

Word nudies have cenainll becone the nron popular arpecl ol exegelis. A glance rl
the slandard commentaries, \uth their stnrclurc o{aiized as a word,b! word salI
rhrough thc lext. sill demonstrate this SoBiU r dvtrage college or se mii a11' clds!tuo m.
}"here exce*ir courses olten spend rn inordindtc !mou.t ol time on $ord srudies. ThLs
,s especiallt rrue of many Old Testamenr corNs, ilhere the seeminS lack ol a rlrong
retum lrom HebrewSranmar le.ds the profc$or to center upon *ord studics ar the niosr
rrnportanl hclor in exegesi! Oi coursc. as I starcd in rhc lan chapar. grammar tan

conlnbule a great deal, and I would arguc hcrc 1h!r *c cannor lctually separate thc lir'o
Wilhoul grammatjcal relatiooships wirh othcr *ords, thcrc is no meaning. Il I ul1{ lhe

tcrm .orrrcr rhe hearer has no idea irhar I mean. $ithout ! contex! in a Sumnrlicll
scnleice. a $ord rs neaningle$. Onl)' as I say Look on the counref or "Counkr h'5

argumenf  does the rern have a connotat ion.
Most nodern linguist\ retugnize the cenrraljty ol tlt literary and historical conlexr

rha! is. the linguistic !nd exlralinguisric dinorsions. to the {hole issuc of meaninS (see
'|hirlton 

l97l l5). ln othd rords. thc scmartic lDalyss ol a concept invoh.s nor onli'
s!ntax but alr the histo.ical-culluralbackground behind the rtaternents. Anall,sis is parr
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sied righr on the biblical lan8uase! $hih sorkiis in isolaliot tom the relults 'f

corrempo.ary linguislics? Onc cotrld just as easilv i io d'\'rihr leNi\h sect\ in the

fifft century Nithout a kioillcdgc ofthc Dexd Sea Sctolh (1983:10)

fte problen ofcourse is thal wc hav. b.cn ldughr seleiaieroncous assumptiois lhlt

is the subFcl ofthe fi6t sectioD olllis chxpter'

I want to make dear at lhc outsel thar i am nol mcrclv 1r!ing to eslablish 'luhJ lor

semantic analysis. v P Alston ( 1974: 1 7 48) dcnronstrate5 the erro r ol whll hc crlls lhe

ruk theory oflinguistic melning." Alston argucs thrt such rLrle! should Nd lour.equtr+

nents: ( l) dslincdvencss. !ith condrlions specified lor rhe cofteclncss or inadequacr- of

an utrerarcet (2) a randinguistic conn.dion. relaling to the relcrcnrial conlent behind

an uiterancet (3) nonctrcularily, Boing bevond definiriors to dclermine rhe !alid !lructure

within wbich meaning can bc incorporatedi and (4) scope, colering all typ* oi speech

behaviorlsuch as a$ertions, questions, promret and notjust the neani!8 olpa icular
lcrms. Thus any such rule at the outset mu( be de! nprirE (slating hos spcech funcdons.
lhat is, what 'is 

) rather than pralcl? rir. (determining artrlicial srandards for what nust
bcl.

Following J. L. Austin. Alsron c!lh for an 'illocutionar! acl !pproach. thar is, the
deleminatio. oi the aclual cotrdirion\ tbat c.mmunicate neaning The5e conditions
nust be culture specilici rhe! musi be aligned ilnh rhc {!I rhc indiudual orllurc con
municales. This means rhar aL elery srage ol biblical nud! the ipeech parlerns ol ihe
anc'entculture (biblicalHcbrew or creek) musrdetermine rhe scmamic p'inciples (notice
I dlliberately saylrir.,p/es rather rhan rr1et. ln thi chaprer I $illrhen d6cuss preuous-
'y held ideas thaldo not $ork lnd rhei etucidare several lhar I rrusr ,,r ill enlbh the reader
ro delellni.e the probable meaDlrg ol rlie uuerances (not jusr rhe ternt in r gilen
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FA\I\C IS:\I IHI HEIRT OF 'O\T]llLINICATION !iORDS PRO\IDE THF BLiII,I]IIiC IiL.OTK5
of meaning. granmar rnd syntrx the design. Howevcr, until rcc.ntly lenurrics
(dctermin ing $ord neaning)  sas morc an ar t  thai  a sc ience.  Lo!{  (1982:1 4)

h
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ident i f i rhLc ruol :  and l ike{ ise lhr t  !n !  $ord ma}_ b.  takcn to g ivd 5ome k ind o l

suggestir)n ol other $otds ioncd liom rhc sxne rool. (Bnn l96l 100)

This fallacy' is closely relatcd to dlnology. and nan! sch)l!fs iD fan cquate rhc rwo

I{o$,e!ef, ir hls lqo asFcrs lhrr I so ld like lo seprrrle: lhc bdiel lhat I bu!. n)(,1

deaning is  lo  be found in a l l  \ub\(s  ( rool  la lhc l ) i  N.d rhc hdief  lha l  rhe h lsror ica l

development of a lerm dereirninN Lls cutren! n.aninS (h\ical iallact). Ft\ndogl

*ould b(  r .  r ' r  ' (  m h '  r  , "n.  .  o  -  d .pe.  .

c ibsonnoksthemi\useofcomtrr r l i lcphi lo loS) in() ld Icsr ImcntRsearch( |98Ir2( l

34). On the brsis ol similatoot\ s0li.hA {oss timc lin.s dnd dpl]lv a tanicLtlar ncNnn8

lo adi f f icu l t  tem or  concepl  fhm locumenL belon8in8lo a re l r tcd languagc bul  l ro 'n

adi f ierenr  cra One eranple hc mcnr ions (pp.24 28)  is  eqrr l ing / t ra,  in  the ts l r l lcx l \

(Ugar i r ic)  s i rh le \ ratha.  rur t  in  l ra iah:7:1.  anhoush hrrh s ldence conrccrs rhc

Ugar i i ic  rc \ ls  o i  the laa sccond mi l lenniunr  q i th  the Hsbrre of  15a1ah\  r in t  l lar

provides an e\en better.\ampli hrerd //elrcr,/ and \ r r " /,tilrn,rili.I thei ob\trrun\

come ftom thc same rool bur could hrrdl\ have ! shrrd mcrnin!- "as il blllle\ $crc

foughl ior br$d or bread a necessrry ttu,visioi l;. hNttll\. (1961:102i lor lurthcr Old

Tesbmenl cxamtks. se K(l.rr l9ltl:82-98) The problcnr i\ lo dcfinc eractl! $hrr 0()n_

stilules a uiivesal meanrng thar cln he traisfdrcd Nuos\ llmc and languale b.r,,ic*

Mosr doubr {hcther  anr_ \udr  ! i i \en l l  asfcd e\ i j r j  in  \ .mrnl ic  dona,n\  Ho\k\cr .

many of  thc o lder  le \ ico is  (such r \  I  h ! \efs  Greek le \ inrnr  rnd \ord nud\  bool \  l { rch
as Vincenr.  ! ine or  Wu.r)  rsumcd {rch.  Thrs can lead l .  manj  mis inr . rprcr l r inn
Thhel ton note!  the l inguist ic  ( )nnccr ion ber(een hus\ \ "  lnd houRsi le ' rod rsks
vrhethet  onc would s ish lo  cqrr rc  thc r {o (1971:8 l ) .

S imi l  r ly ,  i t  is  droneous to r !kc r  $mpour id i rord,  brcdk l t  inro i l r  comnonci l  n l r15.
and read thc rc iu l lanr  menni igs i r  rhar  l i lh l  Lou{  sul*  urcqui rocal l ! .  l r  is  r  hAlc
pr inc ip le o l  nrodem semair ic  rhcor \  rhar  {e cannot  p()gr$s ion the form oi .  sord
lo i ls  mcanin!  (1982:19) .Tqo$. l l ' ino\nc\ampl . \mr\hc l t : . tL l . r idardfdrd*/ r1"1.
Thef in l i5o l ie .saidromern rh. .n lhdout- -bc l ie \er i . \h i lcLnreaht \  no\hcreLnerrrn l
G.eek l i lerarurc docs ?/ i t / . ! ra  hN. rh is  connorar ion.  Ih .  othcr  a rhe najor  r i r lc  l i ) r  rhc
Holy Spir i r  in  John 14 16 and n)Nains rhe roors tdrd l  bcsde )  rnd ld ldn ( -cal l  ' )  A(
one t imc lhe lsn d id havc d nENnirg s imi lar  b r rs  roor ,  l )nc c, r lkd a longsidc r r )  hc l t . '
and Nas used in Hellenislic ctrcle\ lir a helper" or "rd!oor(e. Ho$ew. lhk is inrde
quale lbr  Joh.  14:16.26i  l5r26i  rnd i6rr -8.  1 l  becausi  lh ! (  \Bnse is  nc\er  used in rhe
conler t .  Moreo\er .  rhe semanr ic  l ic ld  does nor  bur ld upor  rhrr  ruor  Bro\n r1970: l l l6-
37)d is t insul5h$ r$o for is ic  or  1e8al  mernrngs lad\ocar . .  nrediaror)  and r$o nonlorcn.
src neanings (comfo er .  e \ho(cr)  I Io{erer .  he i ids no.r  o l  rhen adequale lor . lohn
and posi t \  rhal  rhe najor  rhrusr  i \  $nr i iu i r l  o f  feAor rnd mi . is t ry .  Thc St i r i l  as' 'anothef  

Parachre"  is  onor t rc f  . te \ rs ,  rhar  is ,  coni inuing h i \  mir is t r .v .
The main lo int  is  rhar  the roor  mconin8,  . l lhough doser  ro rhc semanl ic  rargc o l  rhc

teftn, is nol a 'urile6al rncdniig rhrl F'mearcs rI[ {holc r\ll $ho halc srudie{l (ircek
are auarc rhar  a DreDosunnal  nre l i \  can a i fed !  {cnr  in  lhree sa\ !  ( re Wcohrm
l96J:55)r () rhe iorc; oi borh rrcnosnion and \erb connnuc! /.,,ago. .r read !$r\":
et6ol / , i . ' l rhrogout) : (2)rh. f rcnosi ronin len! f i$rht rhtuto l the!*br / , /n .  l l ( r \L  :

Thealos i .o l  Dntr r t t t  o l the. \ jer  I rvd,k, i r  ( lD\T.  l9 l2 1977)rndroale$ererrenl
(s  Old T$t !nrcDl  $!nterpan (1970 ) r1)rs$mcrhat i !ordstudie\crnsct t lcrb.o logic !
argunents. lor irnrDce. sone see io ns\umc thar a decisor Ns to irhcther (€0o)l

meaDs \ourcc d!  ru lhor i tv  in  I  Cor inrh ian\  I l : lb  or  Fphesi ln \  5 2 l -24 $ i l lso\c rhr
Nsue of  Ihe $oiun\  ( , lc  in  church and honE \ \ 'h jk  none q i l l \ r . rc  i l  qu i re so nar lL\
rn 'nord 'nate a i !Nnr o i r ime is  spenr r r ! f lng thc renn( j ) rhrough cxtant  ( l reek l l reraru. .
rnd too l ru le r ln ic  \  \ |enr  Ln not ing rhcc.nt . r t .  Ihrs is  nor  ro r rguc agarnst  esrablhhLn!
th. rmanlrc l t ld  h! r  r ! rhcr lorrecognir ingthcc. i l ra l i t r  o f rhc inr  med iaa conrcxt .  Ih '

L f  *orks o1 the h iShcst  qual i ty  Siha (1983:21)  ndlcs rhc overemph!s\
upon qord srudic\ Ln (icorSe Knight\ 7]r. /:ailr/r/ .!drir6' s in th( Pnnotdl Lene\ 11968\
. i l ,ng A.  T.  H!nvin s r$;es lhat  in  h is  scru lu lous exanr inat io i  oJ thc h\ icogmph\  o i
rhe la t , ig \ .  Mr.  KniShr hs a l l loo of ien f lL$el  lhc $.od lor  rh r rccs ( in" / ISI969:7191

ThLs o\etmphrsr  uton \ord j  ro rhe dctnncnr  o l  conr . \ r  l  dr  ro one of  rh.  n$r
rnous o l  B.r \ . rLr ic i5m\.  i l leg i rmdle rorrht !  r r !nd. f  l196l : l l8)  Af ic f  going ro, f
mlch l roubl .  ro l ind muhrtudinous ncanL0g\  und uses for  r  w.r ( l .  L t  (  hard lor  th .
scholar  tu  jcLccl  un onc Ior  the f rs lgc.  Ihe tendenc!  rs  to rcrd n l l  ormosrol lhen
( tha1 is .  ro r runner rhc lo t r l i r !  o f  rh0 nrcrn ingt  inro lhe s in!Lc n i ,$age Such is  i l
leSiL imaLe.  ior  ro .n.  s{  hN in mind r l l  or  df l r  se leml  o l  lh .  po$ib le neanr ig\  J , i ,
a  re.o shen u\ ing i l  rn Ipa iar lar  n)ntcxr .  ( .ns iderr l r  rcrnr  !a / l  Ne hardl l  th i r l
o t rheconn.r ! rd i  Sr i l lahanburs i r ' \h .0sn.rk insofa lcnc.  ! f i l l .  ler  a lone rhe id i .L
oi  g i l l in-s-  o,  qu!5tonrng.  a peson lhc\c r rc  rarh. r  ob\ iou\  e\ !drpks bur  ar  r inr .
lmlar  * tuA crn hc mlde qhei  rnt . r t rc l ing x langurec { i th  whch we arc nor , r
fumi l i . r .  L ikebibL.r l  Hebre$or( i rer l  th$r .  l ic t  leads to Brn\  c . i t ic isms o l  Ki l tcL
In seeking lhc lhcologicalcoDccpt  bchi  rh! .  renns.  the anider  ,c t icx lcd ly  s t ress bre.rdr l r
. ! f t  specrJn\  Bf l r  * tcc ia l lv  norcs (1961 l lN)  rhe af l ich o.  .1 . ( / r i rn  r "church ' ) .  Whi l r
lhe rern nr \  h .  rer t rered \a o!s l \  r \  rn  $Rub\ .  at  th .  bod\  o l  Chr isr .  a !  1 | .
communir \  o l  rhc Krnelonr"  or  as rhe br id i  o i  Chr isr .  rh. .  .o i ( ,1 ! re po\s ib le nr . ! r '
LnCj  ofet t / l r td  bur  nor  r / r ,nel tn ine oI rh.  r {m in \ {arh* !  l6  l8

thre l ron 1 l ' l l8 : I i .1)  noies Nrda j  (onrenr i rn rh!1 th.  con.cr  nrcrdL.g o l  a tern L\  rh,Lr
{h ich conrr ihrrc \  lcrn ro rhe torr lconl*r "  (1972: l i6) .  Nida mcrns thar  the naros$1
possibh nnnLng L i  u$,a l l !  corcd in  ind iv i lur lconlc\ Is .  lheddi i i ig tcnnsrunur, l -
ing i I  l imir  rh.  usngc ! ! i le  radical l ) .  Thisc l ro.  urs rhe rcm rnrz l r ( , ( ! ,as an e\anf l .
lhc lanot !  drcaiNss o i  gr .en ' lnd hou{ hr fdh hare nuch h. ! r i i8  upon dr  r i rL
bl iaro i  o l  thc r \o c i lher  in  eR.n houni  l i r r l l  opei  ro d i f f t r i r !  Nanirg i  in  \u i .u .
c o n r e \ l 5 l o r i n  g r . . r h o ! i .  

' I h . j a n i D ! \ r h e r u e o f e ( l / , n d i n \ l r l l h e $ i 6 r l E i  
1 . r .

l : lE or  Ephe\ i !ns l  2 l  2 l

2.  The Root  I ra lhcr .  Ih is  common crr i r  ss lms rhat  thc roor  o l  r  lcrnr  .nd i ts  cognr l .s
c l r rcs a basn'  mr ln inr  rhrr  i r  re lecred i r  c lcrv Nbordinale u\ .  01 rhc $0 15)

l r  k .nrs ro be c, inrDonl \  bdic \ .d rhrr  In  Hebr\  rherc t r  r  ru, l  meanin8 rh i ! 'h  '

e l l .cr i \ .  rhnN!horr . i l  rh .  \ rdrr ion\  ! t r rn ro the roor  b\  r l l i \$  !nd to.orr f i
e lencnA. lnd th.n rhcrc lorc rh.  id , r  i1 . ! i ing can confd.ntLr  hc ra le!  ro b.  t r r l
o f  rhe actur l  scn nr ic  \a lue of  rn\  qord or  iorm $hich crn bc assigded k)  rd



.?o/r . l  _ l  re lea\e ) .  1 l r  r l r  preposi r ion chaoe. \  rh.  l { !n in:  o l  lhc \erb /3rroJ l ,  _ l

Lno" .  andg,n, j , l , l  I  r .x l  ) .  The srudenr can n. ! . r  rs iume Ihxr  a preposrr ional  pre lL\

r fLds r  conpound in rD\  onc ot  the three s. ) \ .  OnL\  rhc conrc\ t  and sord usa8.  cxn

\Ion sludenit xsrnc rhrt lhe root or basic me|n;rs of r lctm i5 the ddiDitid)

nremor izcd as !ocabuldrv m the basic  larguage ouAc.  Ho{c!cr ,  shal  lhc!  nemour

ls  rhe usual  or .o ' rnr l  Dcrn ing ratkr  rh ln lhe ro. r  o l  N vord.  tor  innanc. .  ia l l 'nr

meansio throq.  hur thcnrndardlc iconlB0uer Arndl - ( in t rch 'Danku)dlso def ind

i l  a \  to  tu l .  nhct  r r  "hr i i !  lhese ob\ iousl \  lo  nol  dcr i \e  l rom rhros bur  r r .

orher  l inguisr i t  u iJg* SiNlr r l ) - f rdr6mc!ns rn or"dccd bur  can a l5o b.  r rannl ' l i r
' 'urd-ra\ ing.  bu5in\s.  \ r r r f  or_snu 'on.-d.nndi  !  on rh.  conre\ t

I:or thii rea\on rh. hAL. rft,l ior \erioui qord 'tLrLi\ tr n.r r rhdolical $ord bofl

bur  a l .x icon Thc bc\r  1. r  oLd i * tament  nud\  L t lR,$n l ) r i \eFBr iSes {8D!)  and 1.1

Ne\  Teslanenr. rud)  A Brud-Arndt  Cingich-Diokcr  r l lA( ; t ) )  Both crn IundNn r '
co.(rdaices rs $cll, li)r .rin! tenns have all lheir .cr(Lrrcnc$ lirted For n re send0!
\ IndenIs thcrc i \  ! l$  l . i { l lc l l  rnd Scol l  lbr  dasic ! l  ( ; rcck.  L loul ton and Mi lh!ar  lor

thc fapyr i  ln  dddi l i .n  f lc  rhc c icd lent  co icofd l rccs,  \ ludelkdn or  L iso$sk!  lb ,  th l

o ld ls t lnem. Voulron rn l  Ceden or  Aland\ .onuulcr  concordance inr  rh.  \c$

leJaNnl .  Harch and R.dpl rh 1o '  rhe Seprulg inr .  Rcngn.r f  Ior  Josephu!  Thor en
gaeed rn derar led at .ardr  ha\e no end of  rooL lo Surde lhei r  nud\  S,rn i iar  qor | l  on

rh.  rn ler tes lament ! l  l i rcr .nure a.d rhe rabbis ! re curent l l  in  progress For  th.  srudenl
NirhoLu kno$hd8.  oI  rhr  L!n8!aes.  SrronC\.  \oLr  ! \  or  Cruden\  concorddnce\  r r .

AI  t im$ !  srudl  . l  r io ls  c ln be h i -ghl !  r l lud inrr ing.  As |  lheadt  meni ioned.  v)d) .
compounds do nulnhin lhc i r  rcot  meanrng.  l .  L  . lohn 2:1,  / ,drzI l  r , ) !  docs fo l lo"  i rs  ,o .1

mcatr ing of  . rd\oc e:  l j  rnvone r ins.  sc h. !e !n !d!o. ! tc  i r i th  rhe Father . . lNo\
Chr isr  i l r  r iuhreour.  ot r rhcseoccrrons. th. rootnernogrddsrrchness10rhee\ .86\
lhe poinr  1 n!d.  !br \ .  ^  rhar  * .  dare nor  !$unre an\  r \ |c  oI  ln i \ersal  nea. in!  l .

! turor. Lou$ di!cu\\. rlr. llancrrl or nosr .omntun nrc,!0ir! of a $ord {see abo\.1 in,l
po inrs our  rh, r  \hr l r  L t  i .er  \ ieLds a unrer jd l  neln ins.  l r  docs ha\e hngur! t ic  \d lu.  LD

$harrc l l led u mrr lcd nre lnrng 1 l98: : l l  1 .1)  Hddcf inNrhtras th l t  nean,n8 !ht r l i
qould be readih appl ic l  m i  mrninum contc\ l  \ !h{e rhcrc s  h l l le  or  noth inE ro 1, .10

the Ecepror  in  d. lennrnrng thc nratung"(p l1 l  f_or  insrrn. . .  iarmer and5loc\bro l t . r '
lou ld in l . rpre(  lhe rcntcncc lhey had a larSc rnunr  o l  nocl , "  in  d( ldeDr ! r$

H o $ c r c r .  a d d  j t c c i l i c \  l i k c  l h c s r o c k d i e d " o r " l h . ( o . k r l e r r S c j f e l l ' a n d d l l s o l l l
understand lhc s.n lenccs.  ln  r  nr in inun contexr  1\ i1h lcw nrodi l icb)  each onc u id. i

\La ids o.  Ih .  brs is  o l  h is  or  ho mon comm.i  m.xnin!  As !n e\ !n lh.  Louq tu ld\

ro I  ( ;o tpdr \  rn ic lc  or  ,? t . :d  l - lab le l  i i  lD\  I  1 \ .1 r ) .  $here Gopp. l t  hA d i \dnl

h is  d iscussion inro ( i !n{n i  I r " ( indudine.r \o.LL)e\) i .nd s$ci i ic  us.shke DrnLn!

fuhle.  _\ loret .hr i rcr \  I rhh and $ch hke
hinal l r . l  n ight  i t .nr i r r  ( ; ib !D\  e\ r .ns i \ .  d , \ .u \ ! ,o  of  o)r \  i i  a  Sem' l 'c  cdr . \ l

( l9 l j l  176 '206)  H. \ho$\rh lLno codnon 5.nr  berr ioS r ranslc '  takes p l .c .  betN.L.
an onginal  roor  dnd r rs  h lcr  dcsccnddnts.  However.  r  L$\e '  level .  rh*e is  $mantL.

ronder bel rc l r  n) !nr  q l rnguagc\  and $ r  lLDn.d \ r lue to .omparar l \ .  In3uNlrcs t r l

lhe sernantrc le \ .1 l  o ! \  d is inbe5 rhL as rhe l r i . r i .nr l r t le Ienr"ThereNno gelcrrc

retar ionship bcN!cen rools .  bur  r f  ob\ iou\  f r r , r lh l \  0 \ t r1 bst$een termJ rn l t \o  l ingurse: .

den there i \  Jc r lnr i .  ov. . la f  beNeen lhe t$o l t  n \ .  s ih  a l l98.r  4 l  l3r  comprrc Xcdr l

l98 l :98-105) pol r rs  oul  lh ! t  th is  is  c jp.cra l l )  ! r luuhlc in  o ld Te5Lamcnt  nudr_,  srncc thcr .

are 1,300 haprx lcSonr.nr  (oncc only wor i l \ )  dnd 51) l )  o thcrs lhat  occur  only  tsrcc (o1r l

of  a to la l  vocrbrhr !  o1 8,0001).  whi lc  nrrnv crn h0 [ t i ]wn l ron oth{  v iurces.  s$.r r l

hundred ob\cu,c rcrnr \  hrre no Hcbt{  co l tdr .s  rnd l rc  nol  lound in exr t rb ib lL. l l

I i terarurc.  ID rhc\ .  i r \ r !nces root  t ranstu.  rhhouSh i l  crn ) ie ld onh pos! ib le Drcrn in! .

;5 in la luablc.  I 'or  in ' r ! r . .  S iha poinrs ro Job l0: l l .  l . ( \ ,k  on e\cr \  proLrd nrNr l rnt j l

humbh hnn.  r id  l / , / ,1  rhc \ i . \ .d  $hck Ih. \  \h td.  lhe. \ rabi r  ld . / , t ,  on lo i r r .

to the eslablished phorologicdl cor*pondenc.s b.r\een Arabic and Hehn$. rnd Lt\

neaning reardo$n l i ts  rhc contc\ r  pcr icct l \ " ln  4 l )  I  h .  kc)  is  l inguist ic  and luncl roniL

pa.allels bdseen (h. tcnns

3.  Misuse of  Erymology.  Aclual l ! ,  thrs cate!or !  i rdul*  rhe f i rs l  l {o  as subsets.  bul  1rr

conveniencc I  hr \c  scf r r r led them. Fr lmolo8!  td  \c  i \  lhe s ludy of lhe h is t . r !  01 !  rcnn

Lous naces rh.  tn ,h[ f l  bark ro rhe anci .n l  ( i ic . l  hd ic l  thal  the meai i ig  o i  r  $o

srenned t ron r r \  \cr \  ndrure rarher  lh !n h!n con\or l ion 11982: l : l l5)  Ihu\  u. l r l

recenrl! scholar\ brl,ded rhar rhe kc\ Io r $drd\ nrcrnin! la\ ii iti ongn rnd htrr{tr\
This  asumpr ion o l  L i . . r r  dc\ . I { rpn.nr  l r \  bchr  dth.mL\uleofervmolog\ .$herernr0\

P a 5 r u f o t . , { ,  ! . ' i , ,  r . . , d i n . o ,  .  ! n  1 . .  i 1 J
Ferdinand d.  Sru$urc.  in  h is  Cr l f r f , r  6 . t r .nr l  l , , { ! r \ r l t r  {1915).  poneertd tht

drs l ind ion berwccn d idchronl  { the hNtor \  of r  rc ,d1)r id  \ t rchron)_ ( theturar l  rL\0
ol  a lerm).  He ! r8rd radical ly  thar  " the hnguin uho srshes ro unders land a sta lc  nun
dscard all knowlcdgc oI $erlthing thar produld i1 ri(l i8norc diachron! . . . bv nrn-
Pressing the tdsr  I  hc rntq!enl ion of  h isror l  cdn or l \  la ls ih h is  iudgment  (1915:r i l . i r
S i lva l98l  l6) .  Ol  0, )urc.  Srussure d id nor  dcn\  rhc \ ! l id i rv  of  er)nolog\  r l rog.rher :
rathe! .  he res l r ide l  iuo r t \  proper \pher .  rh.  h isror \  . l  Nords lhere lore.  curenl  usrgc
.aths lhan h inor \  r lonr  could def ine a !ord r  m.r i rng lhc .Mmple rhar  ipp.rb n!" r
f requent l !  in  rhc LLlerr r ! r  r \  rhe $ord rn.  sh ich \ rcnn i rom lhe Lar i i  r . , , r?r  " ig0.
ranl .  Thus.  i r  n  nol  rhe bact8rcu.d or  doluf i .n  o l  a  r . fm bur  iLs pnscnr  usrge thrr
has relelance tor Lr\ mcanin-!

Schola ls  hrc Long bccn gui l r t  o f . t ror i  in  rhs cr  An of t -dred, . ramplc is  thr
mrsunderslanding uilh rcstcd to lJUai.1ej (\o.vdnr") Blrcle) Iollo$ed Trcnch in rt
Culn8that  thc r (Dccnl lcr ivcd f tonthe I loncr i ( f rx , , i .  " ro ros,  then $ 'enr  l l  hr r lnd
said the / i r ' / , . )  rd lcd rh.  ide!  o i  und{ . " rh{ctorcdcslgnar inS arotreronLheloq.rbrnk
ol .ak i renc "  / / ,Zr i r , ,  rhqebr becanre a l ( r t r l \  sc^rnr"  t  h i \  ler ivar ion c0nhnrc\  n ior
Ia lac!_ $, lh  er \nr) lo8\  h l lac\ .  for  accordinB ro I  o , r \  rh i \  nranine cannor bc l , )urd in
ureek l i tcrature .urcnl  ro rhc \e$ lenrmenr l r  i \  h ighh dubiors ar  ben fhc fn,h lenr
is  that  i r  makc\  l rc  pre! .h i ig  and so i i  d i l iN l r  ro r$ i \ r  ' \ t r  1 i  i r  is  nor  r ! . .  . tnr .  \ .

S iha norcs the l rcqucnr  d.ne{  of  cqul r in8 ( j , . . l t  wo s ,n the \e{  T*rNrncnr  $rrh

Th! Hrmmdli.r stim 69
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lherr  Hebre\r  counrerp.r l r \  (198- l :56 73)  Since Ed$n Harch in  rhe hst  cenrur i .  nr !n!
ha\e assumed lhat th. Seprurgint had such an enormous rmpaci on \es fe(ament
hx'co8!apb\ lhat much ol iu langua-le $as lranslo.med into a r\pe ot semitlTed (ircek.

Some hale tlken thi\ t{,lhr ertcnt lhat rerms in brblical Creek often are assi!ned rhc
sarne meaninS !s th. Hcbrcw sod the! rrrnslate (Turner 1980 is cnticized lor thrs eror).
To do so, hos.!cr, L\ ro misunde.nand the true na!. ol N.{ TesBmenr Greek. As I
nored io the last chdptcr, tho c0nFnsus is thal the N*! lcnanenr is written rn colloquirl
Greek. Thefelorc. thc link bctwccn the Masoreric Tert. the SeptLragint and the i\es
Teslament is conrplcr rathcr thrn simple. We darc nol lssune rh.t any pariicular {ord
is lniluenced ttinrarrly bl irs Hcbrew counterpart. To be sure. dere nay be influencci
bur rhe degree 01 ci)l)tinuirt crn be established onlv alier delailed study As Silvr poinrs
our (p. 72) this is truc oi the ScpturSint irscltiho* nuch more rrue ofrhe Ner Testamenr,
a lurther itep ltnorcd lrorn rhc l\lasorelic Ter1.

Ih isdro i  d i \cusr . r  thc lu  hc 'dans{of  dead netaphor"(1977:81) .  This  occurs when
lhe rDaSd\ b$ind r word rn ils pan no longer has meaning. For instance. V/ar,rtri
:orrri ( lo ihos coDpas1on ) is gNen the connoration of inrohing one\ innermon
being, due lo lhe presence 01 l/)lar.rra ( internal organs J. Hoseler. thrs metaphorical
thrun $as no bnger prescrr in rhe ltn century. One should nerer refer to the ure 0l
a ter tn in  Homer or  Ar is tot le  m pro\e or  "demonn.ate a meaninS in \c$ Is l lnc i l
rimes. Thrs eror can become rnachronistic. lor erample. readin8 dua[r ( to$cr") !\
_dvnanne. As Car\on c\thins. d)namitc blo$s rhinSs up and desrro)s Nhil. rhc \\ ord
mak* whole and heah 11981: l l )  More imponant .  a modern mdaphorc ln nc ld bc uscd
ro ddine bur  onlv  ro i l lu ! l ra te.

P{haps rh. b.s[rnrcmunt of thc problem r thlt of J. \endrys\ adxgrag.r,! lnf

suistit Intn lturit t kr Hit.ff (in tslr l96l:109: Silv! 198}46-41):
ElvmoloSv, howevcr, Si!c! l taLsc idc! oI the nature of! \ocabulary ior it is concerned
only in sho$ing ho{ d locabul{ry hrs becn iormed. Wo.ds are not used ac(trlins
to lheir hisluical vdlu.. I'he mind lorgets assuning $at it eler knes the sndntlc
evolutions lhnugh whidr lhc words hale tassed. Words lltrays bale a.!rr.", uLLru.
thal is lo ray.limited lo lhe momcnr wheD lhet are enployed, and rparnrldr vNlLr!
relatrle ro rhe momcnrdry use madc oi thcn. (ltalics his)

This does rot mean, hosc!€r. thal ctvnrologv has no place in word srudies, only th.t il
nun be dntlored wilh 0 rc lhc key is to disover {hether or not there is ! conscidr\
allusion ro blckSrourrd mcarring in thc tcxr. One cxamph {ould be the ur olpdr./rur.r
(  dr i t r  !$ay ) in  Hebre{s 2: l  I {o  mcuthors arc posib le.  both anened to in  cure i l
G r e e t  l i r c r a r u r e  o l  l h . d a \ ' : ( l ) A r i n g r h a i \ l i p s o f f i h e f i n 8 s a n d i s l o s r ( P l u l a r c h ) i
or  (2)  a sh 'p thar  s l ips do\rn{ream pan the point  o l  safer \ .  S inc.  rh.  aurhor  u\cd i
naur lca l  neraphor in  thc s inr i lar  conre\r  o i  6 :19 ( 'anchor o l  rhe soul  ) .  the sccond
bccones sdneqhat mo.c likcl). Thc inrporranl poinr is rhlr borh sfnchroiic o. cutrcnr
usage.nd rhc conrcxr  1rsel l  ha\e mlde the e l tnolo l ica l  neraphor po$ibk.

Another \ord thal rl\o has becn uDdcr nruch discussion is raDarrarr. one of the b.r\Lc
$ords for "\in. l.ou$ r.inls our thc inldcqulcr ol utilizine thc Homcric idM ol nri\\
the mark or  "purposc !s  thc h iddcn nraning-  of rh€ r$n (1982:29.10) ,  bur  Sihr

conectly poinr our thal this ma) inde.d b. the connoralion h a specilic re\t. Romans

j 21, 
"ilh 

th€ idea of sin -as a tailins to obtxin God\ slorl (1981:50). we cannor nake

! general asLrm ption based on rhis, bur an indNidual inslance can drlq upon an er!'

mological disnnction. This is especiallt !!ue of biblicll punr or plavs upon \rords (see

Cibson 1981:180-81) .  as in  the preceding e\ rmpLe.

At  a l l t imes the synchronic d imension has pr iof i r r ,  and d iachronic considerat ions are

udlized only itcurrenl usage makes such possible and il the 0onte\t itself makes historical

rllusions probable. Thls rs olien the case Ln the bib|cal sfltines due to the importance

of rradirion and canon. The prophetic {orks of the Old I est ament co rtain manv delib-

crate allusions to the Torah, and the Ne'I Testamcnl often Lrses r term io the sense ol

iis Old Teslanen! or Septuagint backgfound. This is lhc brsls ol Leon Moris's argunent

for the torensic use oJ the passile dikanalthai i\ Rom{ns l:24 (and elsewhefe) 1or
.,jus1ify" rather than "make tighleous {1956:231-15, 259-60). He srounds hrs posilion

panly on thedired inlluence ofthe SeptLragLnl on Pauls lcohnicallanguaee. The contexr

makesit probable lhat Nlorris iscotrect oicoursc. (his iseven more liue oldired quoles

or allusions to Septuaginl pa$a8$. As wc will scc ldler. lhe besl due to the symbolisn

of the book of Revdalion lies in ils blclSrou nd (DUch ol it lron t he Old I eslameno.
ln studing the histo.I of a $ord $e mu\t considcr rhe sronS tosibilitl of smantic

change, shen a $ord ah.rs ils meanin8 o\er the cou^c oI !ear. lhis is a basic fact of
languaee. The \e$ KinS Jamet version $A neccssirltcd bccaus lhe a\erage la\person
no longer undertood manl ot the rernL in rhe 16ll vcrion. ,\s Sa$ler nates. What
B q u n e i n a d m k s a b i e . . ( t h e a s s u m p t i o n r h a t b c c l u s c r s o r d h a s a p a n r c L r l a r r n e a n i n e
in one contej{t, it aulomaticalh has rhe \atie mdaning in t.nolher quite diiierent come\t
acouple of thousand lears ear l ie f  (o!  la ter l  1972:9) .

ln fact, semantic change has a very real \!luc in lrxd ltudt. lbr it acts as a conrrol
againsl an ov*lv zealous delineation of rhc scmlnric lield ro include archaic meanines.
The most  comprehensi le  corerage of  such is  ldn l  in  SiL la (1981:51 97) .  $ho nores hos
difiicult ii is to trace semanric chanSc in rhc Old I'estament (due ro the pauciry of
c,(trabiblical naterialand the difficulry ofdaring rhe texrs) xid primarily nudies senanric
change from the Sepruagint ro rhe \c{ Ie(dDrcnr Ar lims rlE rmantic lield can
c,(pand Guch as the use ofz/rrJ, "brcrd, ior "lood" in gen{al)i at other tines il can
contract lsuch as the use ofrdp6!:!, "tuirh lor the Chrisriar fairh). ln manl casesvnrual
substilution has occurcd. !s in thc us 01 /r{.1)r lor rlE Hebrcw ,?d/dt. 'angel." The
Sreat influence of rhe Hebres Biblc has r\ulred iD a Srert deal of remlnric borowing.
as in cases ot loan $ords fd6rd, "idthd ) or \rruclurrl considerarions (the centralil) ol
tafdiio, "hean."lor rhe nind du. to rhc influcncc 01 rhe Hebreq ljr). Wc musr be aware
of such pos5ibihties if qe are lo read rhe e\idcnce correcth I qill discu$ man\ delarls
f rom lhb (JreFor.  { ,u .  -  

" .  p , , t \ .em\.  hum .n\1, \ .  !  , tn , ,  in  rn mrr  .orprcr

r' Misus€ of Subseqlenl lueaning. I he oppoiirc pR)bEo rtun er)mo1o8) occu6 $hen
w€ tead later neaninSs back inro rhe brblic.l m sial Ihis oo.urs. tor 1nlrance- \hei
tlafr-rr ('$nness ) is inrerp.eted in rerrnr ol Lr\ s.ond-ccnluD mernin! of na.tyrdon.
orvhen the f ish ofJohn2l : l l '11 i \ rn!d. !s)mbol  o l the Euchar isr  because of  ns
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would be \ {0n!  l0  ur '11-h in  a l l  lhe\ .  D\ l ioc$ A5 Lou$ condul* .  i ,nc .a.  r$*

s.y whar Jarr  ncrn5.  bur  onl l  shar  r r  f ta0s i r  th is  or  lha l  conle\ r "  1f f  l9  l0)

Beloc I  $ i l l  d  scui \  rhe l inguin i  c  .onc{ l  01 nr i rnar t  and \canrdl , \ "nr . r i in ! \ .  bu!

thjs is a quirc difltrenr phen.ntnon ltunr 'tr. meanin!. The _prmtrr" 'l.rn,nr rLarc\

to the. thread o i  meanLnP rharr1e! lo !c lh. r rhe:enunr i r iLe ld.arno,L l l l l l ]e} ima. !n l

Cal lo$ 1974:96-97) .  Ho$e!er .  *e i  rhr l  d . j in , t ion i \  debated l rd no\r  l i i !u i ( \  agrce

that  many as$ci l lcd nraninSs a le leh(  r r l r  per i fhdal l ]  ( re br i . I l  lhe kch. ic

termlbr lhemuhi tkrN-a. i id i !  urLs.  crnh! \e i5" fo l rsem!.  l i r . r ! l l r "nru l t i t le

nraning."  l  h is  N ! t  . r r remel i  imt . r r rn l  l in ! r isrh pr inc ip le.  lor  (  lore$ rs  oncc agaLn

ro 1he rmanr ic  l ie ld atd rhe co.re\ r  r \  rhc 1\o la . lors i4  dererJnLnrn!  (h.  nnr in!  01

6.  Misose of  Prra l leh.  lh i j  r ro\ id . \  ld . rhcr  . i  rh .  n${  i .eqre[  \ .u . f ! \  o l  cr . r  \ r t
e)rcdhnt  arr ic lc  h\  Robm Kysi r  ( l9 l0. l5 l r55)  5ho!s rh l t  RudoLl  l luLrnrxnn rnd C H
Dodd in thdr  ! )nrmcntanes on John (sp&, lL i l l \  th .  pro logu.)  us id $r , ,cLr  d i l l {enr
sourc$ofe\ idcncclo iprovc thc i r  re\ fcd i \ .  {hc l r ics Rakl , /  l i r l  c lhcr  nni \ idcr  ihe
pa.a l leh adduccl  b!  the o lher .  In  othe w' ,d\ .  the!  rhose onLr thorc prr r ihh $hich
would suppon rhs i r  prec.ncei !ed !ot io0s.  lh is  hr I t iens a l l  rdr  o l rer  i r  \choL!r l !  c i rd$
Instead of  a cornpEhensi \e srud\  o l  a l l  fo$Lblc nara lkh in  . rdd ro d i \ ro\  *  \  h ich A. i i
f i ts  ihe conre\r .  rholar  $ i i i  r l .cr  or i \  rho\ !  mon la lor3bk ro r l i  r lc \L i  rnd rgnon
the othds.  furrhq.  rhc\  $ i i lo f ren acor  dL .  nunr{ous . \ampl . \  Ln.rd i  ro . \ { \  h . lm
lhereade!$ i rh\o lunr .ClAon.a l i j rh t r  \ r 'hr l txra lh l lomanir .  r t r . tnrLngoir {bxt
paralleh in r(rnr bodf of hterlrur r\ if rh.:. h!rc phenomend d.nNrstf,n. .oncipruxL
l inks ot  evcn do0cndei . !  (1981:41 14t  Sr .h o. rLrA f tcquenr l )  s i lb  n 'nc nr lcrLr io .e^
'n f ie  History o l  Rcl ig ions schoot .  ln  thei r  dcs i re lo  sho{  Lhe Het lcn \1 ic  r  h . r  rhdn
Je\vsh or ig in o l  I  encefr  or  rernr .  rh. \  \ i r (ur l t \  isnor  e\d ie  i rL)o . tsr  sh c i r . l$ .
Ma! t in  Hcngel i i  h is  man\  srnr .es hr \  d .n.  r  br j t l i rnr job o l  . \ . r ru,Dir !  Drn\  o i rhe
invalid asrunrptkn5 of rhj\ {hoot.

r t$cni tcr i  ro fe$enr.  rhe re i l r re \ r tuc. l  tar r lhh F.r  r  r lnre.  shrn ! r rd\ i |e
Paull use ol d,tdtrzsrrdi I lusrih ) Ln R.mrn\ r ll. \!e mu5r nrn\ !r \${at hret\
rast ,  ihe pr$Ne ro ic . "  !erb f ! rhe '  rhan lhe D.un . r  rd jec l le  Lr  r ru] \  r ! jc \ rnt .  S.cond.
P : L ] \  s c  (  - r . , r , 4 . i . d 1 . i . , , ^ . .  . , . " ( , 1 . . .  r ,  . . . , c , .
o l . / l d  u r  r N  . . ; r , ' r p .  r  . L r c  r ' -  . \ r r  t , .  , i c r  o  . e .  , n t  I
'n  l (omans.  Al l  the h l rer  can to is  c \prnt  lhc \cmanrh t ie td xrr ( t  t ro \Ldc posibh
mean'ngs l tun hc use ot  lh .  rer . r  in  thc cr , l \  church I .ounh.  \e. jun r \ t  \  h . rhcr  thcrc
r \ a d i r c c r J . u . . , 1 ^ .  

|  . r  . q , u _ r .  o . r i . . , j J  . . . . . . . r .  . , .
w e  m h r  . r L J \  ( 1 ,  , n .  ,  |  , i . r  |  . , b ( . ( . . r r  t . .  ,

Mosr  imporranr .  sc nu.L.carct  br  r ,  u"  prr r |c ; .  rarne,  rhan oc \ Is l , . ( l  \  j rh  ,ecnnne
o r p o r e l l r o  

r , r .  . . . .  . . . . . i p . -  ,  . .  r ! .  . r .  , . .  ( .

: " ( . c h o !  \  r , - - u .  . \ . . . h . . r  . r  .
aecid n!  .  r . r  r ,  n ,  . ,  t r
n a v e l o e g r r r r \ r  d , r r r .  

" r  
\  , r h . t . . r . . . . , . . , , ) r  , . r .

rre lludyirr8. An! indilidurl occurcrc. r ro nNrc rhdu a po$ible p rLlct urtil ir has

fr$ iDcc in  (hc \acrrmDr LD rhc larcr  drurch Kai \ -  rdned th.  thra le \he anl log\  . r
rnrcc.dcnr  Sc.pture to ro\ r  rh.  f ruc$s of  i . rerpkr ing rh.  th( , logt  bchind a le \ r
r l9 l ( l : i l { {01.  This m.! r \  rh.n \c  mun interpt r  a rh{ lo !Lc l l  rcrm nor  on Ih.  b! ! \ .1
\  l r r r  i r  canr .  ro mcdn l r t i r  bur  r .nhcr  on the ba5ls o1 v hrr  r (  ncr i r  in  the pasI . . jp .ox l j \

x \  rhxr  t rsr  nranine i f f .d .d rhc .u. renr  use of  the rcm Whr l r  rht i l  is  broader lhan rh.
r . fLc hcf t .  K! iscr  appl i . \  Lr  l i rs l  r .  thc use o lcer taLn t . .m\  1\h ich have aheadr acqutrc l
r : tcc inL nraning rn rhc h inor t  o l  s0 l !at ion a id ha!c hegun 1.  r r Ie  on a IechnLcal  s l r t r i \

1r .g \ce l .  \crunl . " rsr ,  i rhcr i lancc ' ) ' {p .  l . l l )
lh  \  f r i .c i fh  is  crcd . rorc r0t l icablc lo  {ord nudv.  O.c o l  thc baslc  f robkn\  o j

nr f lcr i  fo tu lar  in l . rpr l ! r ion r  rhc rerdenct  1o rerd r \cnr i i lh  ccntLrrv neanin3\  in1, ,
r h f ! f u L e i r  r . r n r i  o i S c r i p r u r .  ^ l l o l u s h a \ d a t r e . d c d S u . l r \ s c h . o l c l a s \ e ! $ h e t 8 t ! r
theol t 'gml  poin ls  ! r .  dh$n l r )nr  \ \cbnei i  Dicr0nrr )  or  In)m ta t ru lar  phra{ \  D
th.  \mf l i i i .d  Bib l .  . \  r imi l r r  t robl .m r  the re id. '$  n)  . ! id  \c \  Tsramcnr ' r .dnLf !
Dr .  o ld Icnanrent  corccpl \  r l ,c  5r lvr t ron.  grace.  mer$ Md l .u th Al  l l l t rmes cun.r l
d \ r !c  rn l  rhe conlerr  mun d{c,mino the ,neaning lu l r r .  u t l r i ing docs hdie a pLN.. .
o l  (J !bc.  Canon f i i r ic i \m ( j [h  rs  (h iLd\  conncnMv on I : rodut  hrs demonsrr !1cd
rhr  \ ! lue r j  ! i  a \ rareD*\  o l  h lcr  i r rerpretdt ion on a tcr l .  l lo{ r !cr ,  i l  lare not  rn l luencl
rhr  ne.nLng o l  thc curenr  lc \ r  br l  .nh cdn sho$ hoq a 1. \ l  or  lcrm {as la ler  a l tLrL l
ro rhc l r lc  o l ( lods peoplc

5.  Ihc oncueaning fa l laN.  \ r  lLnr ls  \c  ercou.rer  rh.  \Lrs rhar  d- \  api taf ! . . .  f i
!  t lcbrc$ of  Crcek tenn \h, ,u ld bc r r rn\Lr ted b!  r l t  \ !m.  l :ng lah {od Thn o l .our ' l
^  c l . icLt  re lx led to rhc roor  h l l r r !  d$cr ibed rbol r  lh .  ( ( rncodar l  Vetr1on h! \
r l l !  nrcd rh is  r i th  d is i (n)u\  rc l r l rs  The problcm r  r  d is toad ! ie i !  o f  laneur8c I  h l
r lsr le  |cr$ i  ha! .  sr ! .  r  !o . rb! | l r !  o l  20.000 ]ords i  ycr  h.gursrs hdlc  dro$n thr l  LD
rh!(  peAoi \  l i fe t ime hc or  jh .  wiL l  c \ t ress lour  to f i \e  mi l l t r )n d i f lercnl  idc!s.  Si . i fL l
ml l lhcml l i \  ddrands rhtn rhe t rod\  i )un be used in nrdn\  d i j l i rcnr  combinal io .s  $ Lrh
mrr \  d i l l t r i r  mean'ne\  rn ord. r  ro neer  rhe need.  \ r lur r l l ! .  \onrc hrghh lechtr r l
r . rn\  ( \u .h a\  rhof ln  rh.  \oenr . r  \ j l l  a t t ro\ rmare x jn ! l ,  mcanrng:  bur  nor  $f r , r .
Ln $cr \de\  hngurec ThN t r  conr t l i .ared e icn iurher  $h.n onc (o\ is  hngu.rg i  br , -
I  cb to conrnunicarc.  a!  r5 lhe.N sher  s tudtrng thc Bib l .  N.  tso Lrnguaees e\ f r$ '
rhcnrrL le5 or  ur  nordr  lhc sanr i  uat  To saf  r  s implc phmre \uch 0s _ l  Fr l l  ger  r r "  D
( ;ermrn. lor  inst rnce.  one mu\r  rs l t  uh ich o l  thc man!  tos ib lc  ( ;crman qords tbr"gd
wiL lc \nre$ thal  par t iNld idcr  (  $eLls l t? / r . r r r , ,  hA lqo columns { i th  forc\  o l

{  . l  - b i n -  r '  n  r f  .  ' l  l  l t l , . l  ( .  d  ' c

lhr  \anrc i \  r rue qhen l l !d \ lxrLng Jrcn rhe Hcbreq ( ' r  lhc ( ; rcat i .  Iou$ ur .  r l t .

c \ rcLLcnl  c \amph oJ l r r ! .  lk \h.  !  $ . rd o i .n  r rx .shled l i rcr rLh in  rh.  \ - \ , f r '

i  lgs l :19- .101.  Hose\ . r .  nor .  rh. lo l l ,Ni re Nidel !  dr i icrcnr  \ .or i rLc urs:  Uarrhd\  l -1  i :
' ' n o l L e $ t r r l l b c s ! \ . d  r n o t . r n l r ) : . l o h n l : 1 . 1 .  t h e \ \ . r d m t d c l l c \ h  l b e c a m c  a  h u r [ i
h . L 0 t ) i R o m r n s 9 8 . t h i i d f e n o l r h 0 l l e s h  t d r i l d r e n o i n r l u r r l h i n h ) i H e h r e $ t i . i l r \ '
o l  h i \  l lcs l i  (h i5 darLhl !  l i l . ) :  l todnnsE: l l .  l ive accordin8lo rhc l lcsh (s iofu ln. ILrr . ) r
. l rdc 7.  so af tcr  5t 'ange 1 lc \h ( \c \u! l  innoml ' t ! )  The noio l  is  obvious:  Ihc hgl in '
rdnr  / / r , r / ,  crnnot  adequlrd\ ,  cr t rA\  !11 rh*e dnrrgenr on.or l tn)n\ .  and a rans[r ' . i
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bcen shown 10 hxrc a higher degree of senanlic overlat that is. it comsponds 1o lhe

biblical Ierm at s!dal le!el, than the other possibilirie!, e!en if the p.rallel 1s tound
eherhere in the sane book or Fction We need 1o remcmber that se oiten use the sane

$ord qith slighlly different nulnces only a couple seotences apa and think nothing oi

rr. P!ul, lor cxample, uses ,oh,J ("law ) in ser*al diferent ways in Ronans 5 7 (sec

thc cha in Moo l9ll3:76). lt is not the nearest parallel bul the besl one lhrt counts, and

thc immediatc cortexl is rhc finalarbiter in deciding the proper parallel.

L The Disjunctir. t'{11ac_,_. Often lNo optiois arc pNseired as eitheFor, lorcing the

reader to nate r choice when one is not necessitated. Caron conrecls lhis uth "a

fretudicial usc of cvidence," which presenrs the data in sucli a Nav that the reader rs
inlluenced in a dirccrior not acrualllr denanded br the elidence (198{54-56). we bare
alrcady seen this in rhe prcvious chapler Nith granmar. for in(ance, shen one ls asked
ro choose bcliveen !n objective ard subjeclive eenililc shcn a general geniirle 1r lndi-

ca1ed. Tl$ eror is otien made rvith \lord (udies !s wdl. One erxmple vould be the use

ol instilutional langLrage by protonenls of Eari) Catholicisn, rhich asum$ thdl tlt

earl! church {as charisnaric drd ftcc and onlv at the last pa ol thc iirt cenlury

dereloped church govcmmnl. 'l herefore, rll nrention 01 tlder{ or "bishopl (suclr !s
Acts l4:2li Phil l:l) had to be late, $hile language ol SpirLt lcd actiutv (lor elample.
I Cor 14:26 28) stcnrs ftom the prinitile church This is ar unwlrrantd disjuncton.
howevd. for charisnaiic ireedon and inslilutioDalisD arc nol dicholonous. A Sood
plrrlhl{as the Je{ish synagogLre, $hich had lrccdon aDd yet reginen $iih,n 1$ pto

8. The Wofd Fallacr_. .^nolhcr mator troblen rs a lailure to conrider thc corcctt as {ell
as the llo.d. thal is. the orh{ wa.,_s lhe biblicalwiten could say the sanc thing Th1\
narurall! indudcs synonymsi on. ol the purposcs ol the t"4t Intenatianal Ditlionl^
of i\ar Tc|onon Theologr (NIDNTT) was ro corect thal blsio eror in TDNT. Ho$
e!er, as Moiscs Siha has said. elen in \lIlNTl '\he 

Sronping ol rnanticllly relakd
terns dos not reall! evince sensitilitv to lingurlrc theorvi lt appear to be onl) a mallel
o lconrcniencc Cl .  m!  rev ier  in  l .v IJ  43 (191J0 8 l ) ,  195 99" (1983:2 ln) .  We dare ncr . .

study only ocotrrences of the particular tern il our purposc is to trace the iheoloS)
behind a {ord or phrase. Suclr qill help in deternininS the scnanlic range o1 thrl
plrticular rern but {ill no1 .ecapitular the range of tbe aulhorl thought or of bibl'caL

Noie of us ever uses lhe exact same irords to describe our though$ Ralher. {e usc

synonyms and other phrases to depict orr ideas Therelore, alrulr complete Iiicturc mult

cluster semanticall-v related t*ms and phrases The nerhod ologr for thir wrll be d'scussed

in lhe nexl secliont !1 this slrge I qant io notc thc ddnger of neglecl'rg lhe procedur..

For example. lo discus the spitilual realm and cemer only uponPre!4d i! fradght qrrh

dan8cr .  lh ise l ton (19?7191)cbar ls  lhe concept  and note5 the re la led tcrms under wrnd
(such as d,enoi, l4r14Jr, spti (!ah1a, saT. fit.ha). se ofeniorion or insslrr &drd'r.
r/,ftr.r/ln). rhe {hoh p{son fio enor, n., and sereral olher categories. Wc {ould do

an injusticelo the lopic b! lgnoringpasages deal;ng with lhe sane thene bul using other

rctated &rms. Here a senantic iield approach (see belos) is nceded ro deternine all thc

rerms and phrases lrhich exprc$ a co.cepL.

g.Ignoring the Cont€il. In one ie.!e this is tbe basic dror that encomprsses the orhcN

and nakes them posrible For instaice. et!nolog) is mNused as fomalive ol meaning

$,hen the diachronic lristory ol a cmr i! gilen priority over the conte\t. I halc ahcady

nord that contxt and 1le curcnt senantic raDge ot ! sord are rhe r{o aspecrs ot dre

synchronic dinension The failure to note contexl mav bc the morl frequently occuring

eflo., since the najoniy ol commentaries are orsanized around a $ord-by-$iord ap
proach thal usuajl! rsolateseach{ord fion the olher rems surounding ir and as aresult
fails ro put the nessage ol 1be texl roSether as a coherent sholc.

Forinstance. ii Phllipplans 21 heaulon eken,ten ("enpried hinNclf )has become the
focus of widespread debaLe cenlering upon the kenoric Lheory. nanell whether Christ
"emptied himself"ofhis deill The trldilioul cvanselical approach has been ro respond
thal Chrisl emptied hlnrll oi the prerogaliles and glorr- of deit! bLrt nor ol his divioe
nature (comtare !. 6i ee Lightfoot). Ho{ever. as Hailthorie has nored. rhis ignorcs the
conlext (1983 25-86). lhcre is no (genitile ol) conlcnr siven for the'tmptying." and ir
is belter in this lig[t to recognize the inlra.sirive na1urc ofthc vflb. In the senanric rlnge
another use fits the context betcrj t. rrpou. out i or iimrke hinsll nothing " This lits
lbel ransi l ion f rom "d id nol  considcrequal i i !  arh ing ro be srasped! ! to-1ook on rhe ibrn
ofa servant" as well as the par.lhlisn with "humbhd" in verse 8. A proper reBard for
contexl removcs rhe necessrrv ofdebatinS thc kcnotic school on rheir own eroutrds.

Saric Somrntic Theory
l. M€tning. In a very real reise this chnpter i! rhe helrt of rhe cDtirc book. Erervore
vtho sludies this {ork has onc bash quesrion: Whal procedurc can I follotr lo dircover
more preciseh ivhar the libh Nan!? Yer thde are selerll issres inlolred. as we hale
aheady seen Fof one thing, rhat is ..meaiinS.'t Earlier rve dining!istrd bctwcen rhe
aulhofs intendel ncaning. shich r !i.8nlar in essence. and {har the rext neans fol
each of us. which rs niultiple, depdrdinS upon its signiticance for us rr gilen rimes. )ct
ue slllhale nor delincd "meaning One major area ofagreenenr on 1he parr of scmln
lcrsls rs lhat neaning r nor an inhflenr trope(I ol*ords. Conrary lo popuh. a$unt
I'ons! lerms realll do nor catry mernins br rhemselves. Ir is true that somc terns do
produce a word picture in the .1ind, like .'apple. or..house ,, Ho{ever. they confer this
neanin8 as pan olsnlences or \peech-ads.'and ofren the! do not carry rhat particulal
m e d n i n g  o ,  o  .  d ,  , h c  . "  n - p . r . i r - t "  o r  r 1  r f , , n . e - H . . r g g e  I . n  h o . { d  " \ e r dai l lerent  idcas i  u \L r . \

Thus.1here is no inherent meaning in a {ord As ti mann has noted, dictionarier gile
us the impression thar ilords cary abstreci conrenl bv thcx lery .ature (196a:39). yet
rnreality $ords are arbitrary synbots rhar hale mea ng onlv ii aconrexr. Thev funciion
on $e basis of convention and practical uF in anv l.nguage svsienj and rhey nust be
studied descriptivell (ho$ rhey ar acrually edfloyed) rlthtr rha. prcscriptively (accord
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in8 ro preconcer\ed rules). \ida pro\ides a \orkin-e definirion ot rneaning as a ser ol

re lat ions ior  which a \erbalsvmbol is  as ign and adds ihat  a $ord should be undersrood

as "a token or a sJ mbol for rhis or thar meanins" (1975:14). Similarly. Kedar begins htr

d iscussion b l  not ins that  speech is  pr inar i l )  a ' \ymbol iysten"  (1981:9) .  ln  other  $ordr .

the indiridual term is nor the basic unit oi meaninS. L\s SaussLrre has shown dccNtr.l\

in one $ay, lnd Wittgcnstein decisiv€ly in anothcr. rhe moaning of a word dcp.nds n.l

on shr t  i r  is  in  i lseLl  but  on i ts  rc l ! t ion to other  sord5 and lo o lhersenlenccs whLch lorr r

r rs  conrexr"  (Thisel ron 1977 78-79) .
Thrs theor! ol merning cnn be illustrated 'n nrlnl qavs. Note the usc ol l.tdrrh\

in  Janes 1:2 tnd l r12- l l .  ln  i ise l f  the word has no s ingle meaning but  only  ncdnLns

potential. 11 is a synrbol $ailing for a conrext. $hen its meaning $'ll be dcddcd hv

inreract;on in a sentcncc. ln th$e three passag* there is a definite shili of neaninS. In
l : :petarr?r ic lear l )mcan\a" t r in l . "def inedludhcrasa" lcsrof iar th ( r .  l ) tha l  Qncs

in ! Dlriad oi lbrns (\. 2). Airer the discusion of pruler and doubrins (!v. 5-E) aDd
po\e vandweahh(r ! .9-10) .Jamesreturnstohis lopic in lenel2.sp.c i i ic . r l ly rene$inr
theideaof  endur ingl r i l ls  (comtarev\ . l -4) . In lersel l .hoqeler . rb.mean'ngch!n!$

to anolhei  asFcr  of  rhe semlnt ic  ran8c. lhal  of '1enprar ion.  Ih is  subne shr l (  L \ncc! !

s i tared bt  thc srxremenl  I !mlcmpledb!God and leads inro a d iscussron ot lhc tuuIr l

and pro8res of rempralion-sin-death (\!. i4'15). Veaning qas not inherent rn petatrr\

bur $as 8i\en ro n b\ ns conlej(r: $ithoDr a conlerl the term has onl! m.anine porcnrirL

2. Sense and Reference. vosr ol us have Bro$n up lith some form ofthe rcference tlt..l

o l  meanineLThrs rhcor)  posi rs  a dt rect  rc lat ionship belueen a *ord as s)mbol !nd rbc

rh ing ro \ rh ich i r  r . l i6 .  But  rhe problem is  thar  $ords do nor  a l {a)s "name the r . r lL11

behind them .^s CiLbert Ryle has s|id,
llevcrr sinele {ord sere a namc. then a sentence compo$d of iive rvordr. s t thdc

N a primc numbef shoLrld bc a l[t oI fire object! naned by rhose live qordr. Ilu(

a lisr likc Pl.rto, Arislotle, Aquinas, Locke. 8*keley is not a senlence. . . whrl

a rnlcncc nerns ir nol decornposrbh inlo rhe set oflhings {hich the wofd in it s(r s

ior .  i f  thc l  do s land I0r  th inSs.  So the nol ion of  "hal ing meaning" is  at  h ls l  ldr (11
difftrcnt fton rhe nolion of'htandins tor." (1963:133t in Siha 1981 I06)

Silvr modiiied thK functional vics ol languaSc by noting the lact thal sonc sords do

indeed ha!e !  d i rec l  l ink $ i lh  physical  enl i t ies (or  in  lhe case of  b ib l 'ca l  s lud! ,  sLrn

Iheoloeical conceprr. lhis is rruc oi propet nanes. as Rlle suggests, and is $m.(inr$

rrue of rechnicul or snircchnical rcrms like ,o,,or (la{) or ra,rdrlz (sin). Ho$c\cr. $c

hare already noled lhe floiibilrrv of,iotDr w. Gtinlher Points out thar in the S.pr'f

gint rso vordr. idt,rri, and dr.litid. represent ber$een lhen almosr the shol. ngd

o l  H e b ' e {  s  ' , d , l , r  t u l r  J n d  i n  d n  , h a r  i n  r r <  \ ( e  I  r a n r n r r .  " ' r  ' r n , r  i t '

coSnares arc u$d as lhc mon comprehensi\e expression ofe\ctlhing opposcd Io (n

(19?8:51?.  579) .  ln  rhorr .  $en rhsc rmirechnicalc \pres ion!  hare a ce.ra i i  f ie \ rbr l i r l

in rhen u\e. sil\a cored\ nores that qe mun distinguish ber$een technical and on-

Echnical rerns, brr I mun rdd one careal: rh*e is no absolure or cleaFcul diltindion :

Semnechnical terms like aorroican be used in a nonreferenrial {ay, forexanple as hgxl

principl€s"in general. siha\ diaeram (198:r:107) is helpful (seefieurc I l)

IullI
r cferenrial rer.rcnral rclLrcnrirl rclcrcnrial

Ftt.3,t. Silva\ Dia8ram ol Degreer oI Referen.c

Wc can study a term that is completely or nostll relerentixl bv what linguists call the

"$ord and thing" approach (as urilized in TDNT). Ihis merhod assumes the idenlir!

berwcen rhe wold and the 'thing" to shioh ir reltrs and troceeds ro define the referent

in cxact terms. Horever. not nany words can be nudied this wal and the mdhod is

opcn to many pitfalh. Canon. for inslance, cautions against "fahc asunplions about

@hnical nean;n9," in which a person prcsupposes the contcnl of a tcchnical tcrm like

tanctification" without lelling the texl define it (l9tl4:45-4ll). In the car ol sancrifica

tioq" passas€s like Ronans 6 or I Connlhran\ l:2 equare it $ith lhe nonenl of justi-

ficrtion rather than $ilh the proccs of stirilual gfosrh. ln orher words, even wirh
tcchnical terms the cortexl has pnoril]

The weu kno{n triangle ofOgden and Richlrds (1921:l li in Silla 198.1:l0l) illustrates
ti. basic di(lincrion' .n defining \o',J' r,< frEUre I 2

Fh 3.2. Osden and Ri.hards Trianrtc

I t  k  nol  e. (y  ro e, l .o  i .h  r \ ( ,  f  .  he qeer 
" . )mbul  -nd . r ,  Rr-en. .  " .  

sc h- ,c  " . rac-o l l .u lsed.  Ihem"or  ro.0r . . ro orc , \c  a,  t rencc hdqc!n rne t rn, .or  c  !nrd dno i r .
r c f c f t n c e .  l h e l a r e , , a n e r r J 1 B U i . r . r , c r n r . h e , p e ! , l r c n h t e " r d e n n r e d a \ ' 1 e . a r e
4 c n (  l h e  \ e N e - . ,  r h e  p ( r u r e ; u i t r  , r ' \ c  n  l d  n ,  r n !  r c a n .  r h d  r n a r c  { - r h  I
connot€d. For instance, if se sa! The jhip s ar the docks. qe have a svmbot (ship).
a - q t c r a l a t g e b o . r , , n d o  

e r e r e f r l h e Q r e ( n \ 1 J r \ r  I e r u , . ^ n . r J e r  p r r f l . ( o n t e , , i o n
q r r h r l j p p i . ' \ o u a r e t r p I h I n . . t L l t . r . ) o )  

I h . { r n b n t .  ( h i . r . . r c r r a  \ r c r e . ) , o J e l u r
t ' t  w€ kno$ l ron rhe con e\r r  bur  i r .  {nr  ^  r l r r  u l  rhe J+rn erprr" r ron or  r r re
{ c s s i a h . l n m o . r o r h e r . d s . q e n u , r d e d t s . , \ r l r m o r c r h r n k t c r c n ( c . A b s r i d . r , p r m .
r& " fa i lh . '  1ope._- to\e- t .  01t \  rnh torm<r (Jrrgnr \  ln  rac inB,ah.r ,c  re,m., i  rhe
-{  rcs latnenr  r reSdrrer  la72' .  

"e 
arr  derr1ts q i rh :enr  re ldr .ons lhereto,e,  l$ , .1
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cenref  upor  \cn\ .  in  thc $\ rLLdg &\cu$lon\

L Struc lur t l  l . inguis l icr '  Ihc sens o l  a lcrnr  depends !poi  s  iuncl ion i l ]  rhe largcr

l inSuisr ic  uni l ,  lbc tnrerc, i .  IhN rcal izat ior  is  at  the hcrr r  ' l  x  s t rLrc lu i rL (  or  sr r i rcru

r l l i j t iseechr l  \ ix l  r ier  ! l  !xnguaSe S{u$\Lr t r lsoeroundcdhaslnemir lhudi  erencc

h.r$..n s) rx! utic and nrrxdiSnatic rclxrnrn\ Th'r n)rnl'r ir lincar rnd dd'ne5 !

$ord!  re la l ronshLl  \ i rh  th.  orhd lerm\ rh l l  n t r tound i r  in  rhe sp 'echacl  \ucr  as rn i

inrcre lat ion\h iP o l  co.cel l \  Ln God is  l (Nc   Prr rdLg r r  re la l ron rs  vcr t rca l  t r

r \ joc iaLi rc .  Dolrng othcr  t . rns th! t  could rc lLrce i t ,  i rch r \  \ords thal  ar '  s !  onvno!s

Rarh{  thr  " lo \e . i .  .ou ld s! !  k ind rerc u i  or  " l r rc ious Both $ l 'c ts  r r !

.onn.ded l f  rhc t r l  e \ .gdicx l  quesr ion.  $ 'h l ' l  \ \h \  drd thc { r i rcr  choo{ lh i \  \d i i j  ' l

rc la l ionshrn\  b\  *h ich r .  c \nre$ hn lhoulh( \ l  thN leads to r  { r ies o i  *hrr"  quAl ion\

\ \  hat  l imr(rng le lar ionship5 ( lo  the wie5 o l  l {ms derelof  { r (h one anothtr l  whal  o lhc i

le  ns couLd hr !e h.cn c] l .5cn io  d.scr ibc rhe $nrer ' \  rhought ! i  Wh! l  i \  r l rc  largo

t 'manlc don in l renee o l  rnc!d ines)o i \h ichLheser ' rnFrrcapart  'nd$hl tdoe\LL

!dd ro thc thou!ht : )  ln  b,h l rcr l  (ud)  lh i \  t r l ' \  u '  nra iChl  i i r '  rh '  rheoLogrc!L domarn

I lorh r :ner l \  dun be coosLdred in a f r r fcr  rord nud\ '  for  insuncc l ' \c  o l  G)d '

in  Romar\  N: .19 is  Par t  of  I  r ruch largcr  nruc l !Lrc,  lhc sta(emcdl  o1 thc in5! fdabihr !  o j

rhe chi ld  o i  ( i .d  l ro f l  h is  1( , \ .1 \ r .  l8  l9) .  Wc crnnol  undcrst i tnd i t  $Lthorr t  consrd 'nn!

rhe \hoh nrLrdnenr o i  \hrr [  1r  r  i  Pan Fufrh ' r ' \emunr! ) r ' thr l i r (1nd\ inddib ' r r r l

para lk l  NLr l )  lo \e o i  Chn\r  r i \ .Ac l5 l l t r '  $e ree th!  \ \nragnar ic  nrnrhrn 'd \ r t i r

ihe rdrrdrr$! r ic .  as rh,  c i r i r .  ( iodhcrd ( 'o  ) tdrc r !  :6  27)  i j  in \o l !cd i r  orr  s 'curr \

Onrhccodrcprof lo lc .u.qolL ld{antros( ! r i l )pare l lc lconccpt i l ikcf ta ' r / ( l tn ingk0d'
i .s)  rnd ot rn i forcncc rduc r .  rhe nres\  ' i  in \efarabih l r l  Th* '  l r l rer  r r ' r  \ t r rcr  c 'n

.cprs lhar \L l l  borh,n lornr  xnd p l , rce in  hold r '1 i ' l  rhc r 'n ' tpr  ducrdrrc( l  l ' " '  \1 f r i

Nl )  p l r t , . \c  h{e is  to  or .  that  lhe rcrn$ hdrc mcrni rS oDl}  as f r r l  01 l l ic  Lrrg ' I

j r ruct  re \ r rurrL lv .  lo \u of  Cod'  docs hr \ '  mcaning ! \  r  rcchnical  fh  Nci  hdw' !o

r  bel rer  [h .L i '  -n ] . rnLng_por.nr ia l  Rcmfr lb*  our  u\ '  ' l  rh is  \e l  ( ) i " f r  Ln 'L

d L r u $ , o f . l r h . g e n i r i \ e n i r h . p k \ i o u \ c h n p r t r  l r r o r l / n r e r i m a n \ t h i D g '  
- ( i o d i ' r r '

me :  I  l t r .  ( ;oJ :  God s lo \c  and so n) l1h I  cdn onl f  [no$ Nbal  i t  r /M mean \hd]

I  \ee i t  $  f rn of  r  lar tu omer l  l ike l (orruns R19 N1d(o!{  nrc nelnrne o l  r

narenei t  \  o t  the sunr  o l  rht  ncanings 01 i ls  in l l i \ id l i r l  $ord\  ( the i  nrcJron g i \ 'D

b\  mln\  .o0rdr tnrxnesr  hul  th .  ro la l  'n$ ' rge produc 'd h\  rh '  \ord!  Ln r 'h tLm to 'n '

r ;orh{ .  ( , ,nrdulhe d i l lercncc bel \ te" i  - lh t lp  rhe bol  drd lhebol  h 'L$t t r  T l r i ! l

k  nc ler  r i  rcc muhrNn . l  reprr l le  nF0nLnls b\ r r  onh !  \ ing l '  mersrgc l r rch lem I '

a  par t  ofx  t rhoh.  and lo. I lnge et r l  lerm or  i rs  re lat ionshi t  1o other lcrd i \  n  ro that ! !

l .  Conlc\ ( .  I  hare ( r*s 1hr \  rhroushorr  rh '  b to\ :  I  * !dr  h ' fc  rc  e\ f lo i '  t rs  rc larLor

nr i f  Lo scnrnl i$ .  S1h.  sr  N! ' r2$ rb€ ! r i lc rsdl l r -  lccc l l | {1  r \ rom resnrdi rS i l l  lmlor-

l rnce shcn |c  r$ lgns r , f r . rnt i , r t r !  lurc lon Lo nrnre\ l :  lhdt  6 thc c ' r tc \ l  does no '

nrrc l r  hr l t  u \  underst rnd mt in ing:  i r  \ r r r ( r1 l l  'u l ' \  nrcr t r ine l l9El  1 l ! i  r r r l ics hFr

t n c h l p r r . n e \ e L  
. n ' i  l  r ' \  ' \ (  r r '  u : ' d '  n l r l  j  J r J  r ' J r  1 f

, i .  r t . * r . " J ,  
' . ,  B r b ' c  I  J  P '

i , " " ; ' , " ,  - " ' . ' "  "  '  '  "b ! l  
r r '  i r " r '  r1J ' ' r . l1 ' l

i a u r , '  . "  ' h .  "  ,  .  ' 1  1 r '  . . r r '

,e , ,era i .onc.rn '  t t , r t  
" i t t l . .o !c lcd 

l r lcr '  srch r \  \ lnr !x  ard scnrc (1912:10 28)  l r th is

i ru6y S"* .* .n, . r t  upon t l l l is rL$ rhdt  is .  ! ton ! roul i in-e rnrx0 ' i '  u iLIs  on lhc ha\L\

nt r lmi t " r t tpetu l . rpt" t t iun lh i \  t r rnd. .d!cr l i . rL ! r 'ao i l inguin(  jn \sr 'Srr ron r ' r

i r  recogn;es th l l  Ner \  \ i ler (xs *r lLr j  c \ - t  Sorr  r 'ch l ls  s i \  rh 'ou8h t \ tch ' )Lrr \

l a n c u a 8 e a ' l l e L r r . )  \  r l ( . r '  r ' r t r c ' r .  . r r ' !  r i r h  c c r ' '  J \  "  r ! l ' r '

1 , 6 i 6 . .  " . r .  " r  
' . , \ i r ' J  I L  r l " r  u r e n  l r r j  r .  ( n  ^  1 r  I  l r " c  v  r :

*ork in  oppos,re dn.d ions:  rndr \ idur l  n lLe nnidue. \  \ !nc l \  ' l  ' \pr 's ion ct l t ! r ! l

normsproduceconlorm \  o lc \ ] r le$ron Thcn!ddrr ' i th ' \ \ tRl  nrunbea\r rcol  borh

and askqhal  s ty l i i l ic  l lc tors are ! l  sor l  In  lhe conl . l l

This  is  especiaLlv  ! r luNblc in  ( i r l ! ing rhe quesr i t 'n  o l  srnoi tn\  ( re belo i ! l  \ i1h 'u l

presupposine lhe drrN ro lo l los.  e.nr id{  ParLs t f  o ls t l t \ t r , t  rnd cr lc 'd i  l l rc  ls '

basic  words ior" l { ,  tno\ .  B{r  ie lc \aminesrh.  l ' !uh.e ocdrrrcocc\  and b ' l i$$ th l r

in  the major i l \  o f  .$*  (90 or  l0 l  l . r  . t / .n , r  and l l  o l  50 lor  l , r l \ I "?r  Piu l  lo l l ' \ !

the c lass ical  d isr incr ion bd$een .n l r t , i  ! (  denol ing kdoslcdSc r lJr rd)  po$cssd l 'hu

aclerized bv assur!.ce) dnd gtul!tc,, rs thc troc$s oi glinirg kno$l.dge (1971:U4 561

Silva, holvever. .hxlhnee\ the t{lri. Jrgurne rhll fnrrdl /roll N ..nrcnl'onal lnn!urg.

and should nor  bc prer \ed 1198 r  161-69)  Paul \usr tc  N dtrared moreh\  n) l i . r reco. '

cems (Si lu  1980 cr lh  th, t  le \ i . r l  chorce r  Ih ! t  h \  c lasncal  d isr rncrr . i \ .  a id rh$cj . re

the tqo are often iyro.yms in l'auls Letten.
Hirsch (  l9 l6:50- l l )  chal lcnScs thc idr t ior t !ncc o l  \ l ! le  and s)  0tx \  lor  ncrntrg.  r rsurn l

lha l  synonr l ro! \  idcr  c ln bc nr ld in  rMl ine n\ lNr ic  ioms.  n, ( l r  1 i  act i \c  r " l  I r r  rh.

b a l l ' ) o r p a $ n c (  l  h c  b r l l  $  r s  h , r  b \  N  
- ) .  

I l o \ c \ c , . h i i a r S u r ) . n r s i r e n o l c o t c l r n \ !
for  tso reasons l - inr .  he ha\  Qr. lu l l !  r ledcd rn *anple lhr l  dr ighr  pro\c hr \  | . rnr '
but  in  real i lv  l in !u i {s  h!ve lakei  thrr  in to con\ l (Lcrr l ion We nrLrr r  consder lhr  conler l
and lsk uhcthef  rh.  pasi ie  g i \$  grer ler  nre$ r r '  rh i  bal l  l i l  th .  acu\e r .  rhc rc l
ofh i t l inB.  Ho\$rr .  in  orher  nt  l i \ r  re .h orces.  rh.  in l luencc of \ r \1 .  t r  o . re dt re. r .  r \  \ i
h a v e  | e e n  S e c o n d  l l i r s c h r a r a c l i n S x d e r e r i i i n i s l r c \ i e s r h a l b ' u n ! 5 1 h a r n \ l . i s r h c
cftalive iorce in mcaning I am s!!ing thar (!Le is d lcl r!th{ rhrn ,r ke) lo .rclning.
one among man!  lncros rhar  onc nrusr  consider  sh.n rn\es l ig tn i iS lhe con(rbul ron o l
a \ rord \e i lh in a scntencc \ r fndurc TheRlorc.  Hi r jch\  obte( ion i .  d  \ l lurb le c ! ! r ion
aSainsl an era8!.rrred \rs oi rhe Lmpoftaic. ol d) e but nar rff|c,rblc lo r nu.
nuanced Lrnder( . rd j r !

The s i luat iondl  & n lc  \ t  rs  norc d i l l icu l r  to  dd{nrr  e.  for  i r  in \ .1 \*  the reconnr( ion
ol  th€ h is tor ica l  s i ru l t ion behind thc r r idce conrc\ r  o l  lhc p l$a!c Thi5 loots loNrrd
l0thediscusionolht r rof ica lcul rurr lc \egestr l .hrn t i \ . r  b \ r t  nc.d\  x l \o  Io b.0ddrc\ rd
'n re lat ion ro sernrnrLc r .serrch I  \ i l l  dncus rhc dr l l icuht  of  ! rd{na.d ing ! ,  dhine
ultered in rhe trn ({c afpcndic* onc ana r1!)), b!r linguiirs d l.!n do nor c.irdd
(1s to bc an imlos i t ' le  task.  Hi (or ic ! ldocunl . i rs  h. lp  recrcr lc  ro l  onl l  the nreaiLne
0l  words bur  x l \ .  rh .  c \ent \  r . { l  sLru!r ions behi id  mosl  ancicnl  {1oN'ntnrs.  lv lor .o\ . f

I
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rhese snuarons lh .or \cLrc\  r ( r  dac.mindtr \ .  o t  mern!r ! .  For  rn\ ranca.  lbe toninrrn(L r t
'coniess \our  \ in .  in  l . lohn I  9  i \  iu i iounded b\  Ihre n l renei r i  r ldr$cd ro. l .hr , .
rudrence:  l l  \ . .L . t i  ro  h.n. l i l ld \sh ip { i lh  hrm bur  qal l  in  dar lnc$ ( \  6) :  l l  \ l
c lnm ro be \ i lhour  ! .  i \  l i ) i  rnd l i  $c c lxrm \e ha\e io t  s inned ( \  l0  \ l \  ) .  lhu l
ha\e been n1!r \  i i rc ,nrc l l r i .n \  o l  rhN d ' rours.  bur  rhe bel r  nems I rcm rh!  r ( r l i / r rh l
rhar  John i r  & ldrA! .8 h i \ .nno. . r r \ .  ̂  Sroup o l  ter iecr io. i (  f ro lcononr$ \hLr l
' 'knoqledge i i  rhc i ,  opi r id  hN l i f tcd rhrn rbo\ .  s in . lohr  conrmrnls hrs rcrdr i \  1 ,
retugi i rc  rhui r  s in l l r lnN\ .  ro ronh\ \  Lr .  and 1o rcrurn ro thc t ight  ( r .  5)  lh isr l rof
corecl l !  ohsl r lo i .  lo  r , ]  ro  drr  l (Dsc Uoposi l ion\ ' in  r l t  Nsr  lenrncnl  lor  ot j
Testrmenr l l  Ion rhc \ fcc i l i .  r i rur t ion in  t rh ich rhcy wcr .  utcrcd !nd ro l . r  lhcr .hr  rL,
t reat  rhcnr ' l i  c lo$ v is  nol  onLl  bdd lheologt :  i l  is  a lso bad l inguin i$.  l_or  i l  l .k i .10
a d i5 lor t ion o l  $hr1 (h.  rc \ r  / r f r r i  ( l9 l?: l9 i  nr l i$  h is l .

5 .  Deep Structore.  Lou$ sf . r l , \  o i  lhe rhce.rn ldeeplerdsoIxnur terancc( l1r [ ] l i
89)  B)  lha hr  lo$ nol  d.nr i l )  q i th  rhc p5lcholoeisr ic  approlch o l  rhe nnLd r  n,
but  farhcf  sperk:  turc l r  l r . rn rhc l in !ur \ r ic  pe^necr i ,e .  Thc !ur lace n iLdur  d.xL '  t r i r l i
rhc basic  grrnrmrt icrL r  l  \cnrrnrLc rehr io ish i ts  o l  !  \e . te i .e  l r  is  . l iD to J  o, ! lu  l
r r !ns laron l i le  rhc \c$ ln t r r r t t rDal  Ve6ion.  par iphrani .  $hen i r  n .cds ro hrr  1r  r l l
Iu l l \  r . t r )ducin!  rhc or i lLd l l  th .  d. .p ( t r rcrLrR.  hos*d.  loo ls  tu t l t r  und.r , \  r !
mes\agc bchr id I1,c  \ord\  lo '  b ib l rc ! lnud\  Ih t r  's  Ih .  rh.o logrc i l rn ' rh enrbcdLlnr  Lr
rhe n l reme.r  lhF \  bN.d ufon rhc r r rh lornxr 'onr lgnmnar o l  )ornr  (h.nr \ i .L . .L

rot i rc  I  s , l l  e \p l ( re lurrh{  in  rh i  nc\ r  ch ip! i r  
' \  

e '  u  has imphcar jons ior  snr ! r1 i . '  .L  ! i
Iq ish ro c\ f l { rc  Ihesc (h.nr* \  raughr rhar  behind the rur lace ! ' rnrnru o l  r \ ( ,1
sraknrnr  k !  lLng! inrc l r !n \ lornrarLon! .  lh ! r  L ! .  r ] t  deep* ne$!se or  rhe u1r . , i r t l
lhcrc i j  r  \cr \  rc !L d!  gcr  ro rh i \ .  1 . r  some. l1k.  rhe ( tuoural i5rs-  ha\c hdD l r i  r , ,

deniSr ! lc  rn l  \ rnur l l \  i tn . ,c  rhc \ur lnce re\ r  ve i t  rmanr ic is ts .  ho$der.  hr \ .  In i !
n t r e c l r h N f r r l r l l r r l , , g h r L \  \ c m r h ! r r h . s t r  ! c c g r d n l r a r c o o t r o h r h . t r ! 0 \ j . r n r x r , i d .
Ther{o r rc  rn ler lcnuxlcDr prn\  o l  x  ! r rgu Nhoh.

Lou{ usci  l lphcsi rn\  l7  xs rd.untk 11982:15 76)  lhc sur lacc \ r ! t . . rcn l  \ " r i r

whon sc havc r  cnpl i .n  throu8h h i \  b lood. '  l  hc dcct  s t t r rc lurc ia ts  ( iod sd\  ! \  1 , f l

beca se thrN( d icd lor  us lh is  considcrs not  onl !  s ln ldx buI  a l \o  dcep- lcvcL\cnrr i r , .
Both halvcs. rcd.nfrur" rnd hldid. fi lnal}td in lcrm\ ol sr"nugnr nnl fr d gdl

then t ranslornrd i r ro lhc i r  Lr id .1! ing t  hc o Logicdl  sutcm.nt  s .  tschind rhr  rhe, .  Ni \ r  r r : i

be scrous c\ug! l i ! rL  r r ! ( iJ_.  ( r r .  h t  n()ducr  o l  Ih .  mclhod is  the d inLn!r io0 . l  .Ldr l 'L

gur l ier  {  lhsdron l9 l l :96)  Wc d! \ r  $or l  Ihrough rh.  in lcrpre l ivc opl ,oh h. lo  c  \ .  r r : r

identii\ thc dcctcr nrcsr!s.
lh is  sor l is  0t  Srrnrnrr lcr l  r \  $c l l  a \  ! t  iemarr ic  lc \eh.  For  inn l iN.  Cod . \ r  Lr '

and \c  Ldc Cod r rc  lso tosLhL.  deen n i l rc Iur \  l in  lh i  ne\r  ihatr . .  I  rLLl  i l r  1r r ' !
- - lcrnc l  {nr .nc$ )  lor  the n, , l r . .  nr r .ntnr  '1he lo\ .  o i  God ln \ .n  nrLc In\ . . t1 ! r (LJ

Le( us conidcr  / , , ,d^/ / ,1r '  Ln l lcbrd\s i  l l  \1on r ra. i lar .  i r  - .ncour !se on.  r r r r rL

d r i h .  p r n l t . n r h c h r ! \ . 1 , r r p r n l l c l i n l 0 : l i .  e n c o u r a g r o n e  a r o r l t r .  . p . . i r l L \  i r "

)ou $c rhc dr t  dr !$, r !  n . f f  Ho$der.  r !  I  natd .ar l i . r  In  rh is  chanr. r .  \c  nni {  r ' l

para l le l \  c . ,c iu l l \ .  r \ .urnrn!  \hdhd rhc conre\rs  march \uf f ic ienr lv  lhet  Jrc r \ f

Do$,bk deet  r i4n in. .  o  '  -  n .  rs(  anJ rh-

l . o a r i , e  
. . a d n o r ' . r  '  

l ,  . . ' r . ' c  , "  r ' J ' r . , 1 ,  r ,  - , ,  o  r ' \ ! !  n ( \ r  "

i o r + X '  r * '  , .  o I  \ o '  b !  \ . ' r o . r  !  -  i . . . r r ! . n .  r  ,  n . ' l .  o e  r i l

dcf inne.  The deep nru(ure \ould he.  l l  rs  ncc$sar\  ro lect . \ r  r i  r !  one anorh-

for  s i t r ,  becaus.  i f )ou donl  r t  $1l lderer \e r rd rhen hudcn \ou

6. Synhx and Semantics \ida lid Trbcr ili\ar$ thc rwo b$ic hdo^ rhNl influene

meaning (1969:56 6 l ) .  and lh is  s i l l  t (nLdc |  8 .od sunlnrr l  lor  lhe l l rn  h l l f  o f  the

discussion o i  sr ruc lura l  gn anI  rc !  1L r  xmui0S lh! l  $  i lh  rhc n i l l i .ns o l ided possib i l i r ies

and our  l imi ted vocabuhr! .  ambigui l !  s  nol  r  ( )0nrn(  rc \u l r  \  . l  !  remarkabk degree

oI prechion is achieled th.oLtgh the uilc rrn8c ol nrcrnimgs rnd urs arlached io wods

in diflircnt conteit!. Thc lir( t!dor lh!l lcrdr l. mc!nin8 is \yir!x. Ihe subjccr of the

nexr chapter. Wherher d {ord r lrd r\ | no!n. ! \.rb {)r rn rdj.crtre makes a erear
dealo ld i f fcr rnce Consid{r  "h. I lne\  (he non$ i  he $xs \ ron.d (Nirh \e\err lpo$ibh

neanings dependinS on conte i t ) i  he h ld r \ ronvcountcnrDee.  lhcme!ni i8canchanee
adical ly  { ' th  each stntadrc ' r lus lgc Ihe\xnr t ro l rcnrnr .o l  b ib l icr l$ords \ \cnust
a l lays ask qhat  the rerm conrr ib ! tc \  to  th.  m.anLng . l  lhe $hol .  \ rdt . t r r i r .  nor  jun
inqui re as ro {har  1r  "meair"  rn rh i  e)rc \1 lh i r l ro i  u \ . \  \ \ 'Lugcnnein\  conc.pr  oJ rhe
" lane' iage game (1977: l l10--12:  l9E0: l i3 i9)  ro e\pr .$ rhr  r .urh Erch \ord us.d in
ar  u l lcrance rs nor  an enrr \  1n i r5el l  but  rs  t r f l  o t  r  l i rgd . t f r , \  Lr \  ! roundcd in e\ .nda!
l i f . .  Thus speech-acls  hafc no u i i i , ) rm t  r ! rn.  h{nr .n.  i . r t  iu te i  lbo\e !11 nun b.
t lex ibh enough to a l lo \  thc s\ . ra\  ro . fe !1,  t . r  L ls . I  r , ,  JLLt \ \  rh.  t !d !u, r !e ro pta\  i rs

"Senota\ ;  is  lhe rconl  iacr{ r  0d 11.r  ro rhc rn i tu . r rc .  of  th .  nr iourd ins {ord\
T h i s  o f  c o r . e . a -  o e . , . . ( d r n r , .  . - r  

r r 1  . .  i , . .  r r . \  . n  . . 1 4 .
s l rudure Interact  { i rh  each othcr .  On. . i  rhr  r i r ierL $t .d\  ( ,nc{n\  rhe dodj terr
(adiect i les.  subordinare c lause5 and so jor lh l  r \ r  r ihd j j i ls  r rcrdrsc. lhe \ fcc i f ic i rv  ot lhe
sta lcmenl  incre!ses t roporr ion!Lc l r ,  ior  . r rnptc.  h j \  1 ! (her . , ,  lhe tdher  of the h lond
l l l o \ \ " r h (  a r f "  I  r e o ^ . t  . \  \ . r  . r . . . r n , , . r . . . r ,  . , r
a D o u r d ' .  I n u u  o r  \ d ! . J ,  , . e  a  t , 1 F , , , , . r .  , t r - .  r a  .  n , 3 a i ,
vrays of  undersrandug Romanj  I  l t  f  l9N2: i5)  \cc jL8u,c : t . : r

. rnese lvo in terpreta l iors arc qui re d i t fcrcnl  hur  crch i \  ba\cd on l iabh rmoracr ic
t'latjonships. On th. basis oi ttE lnrler conlc{ rhc nrcrtreler mun choose, bur the

l :Tc ie 
e or  .en o,  r  rn rhu,  .  . , , .  n . .  . .  .1d

"" ,JUst  Indi !  dua fhn\e\ .

'  
" . t r ' 8 n r i c  R r n g e .  \ .  q . r . , r  . n , ,  r  r , . , , , , . , , ,  t ( . .  r  l . , n 1  r , f (  . . .  . - .  - ,  o o l

: - : * ^ l *  " .  "  
'  o " r  ,  r ; , \  , h (  i . .  h  . !  . , .  

| , , J r ! , . , .  o  ( .  a

: : : l n ' n 8 ' n ' n d  \ r c - , r  
" .  r h ( . .  r 1 r . . , n a  r  . . 1 . . , . . . 1 r . . . u , .  o r . . . . \ n . n r v 1 r' . w r .  a  l r . l  j [  r h e  \ a \  r h "  s  . . d  r . , .  . p r

; : :  l . : t a m e i , ' u o \  q o r , .  r , a m ! o t r f J , , . . , ! , , . , r .  . , r h . , .  r  c . . . , i ,  o .  \ r . . d , a n-a$r  lhe term\ cdn Dp dcca . r  te . ( r .h  r  , t - t -  - \  r . . rJ ture Le\rcon.r^0th l rFBoL,Tfdr . -er .  
Ho adr \ .  tJroqr  urr , .  n"11. .  ,nu 1" ,  . ,dJoc! ,  L \ rdnae.

I
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' 'h. Nho lhtoueh fanh is rislleoG sh.ll livC'(RSu

'hc who is put rishl enb cod through faith shall live'(cNB)

. \hcj$l (lishtoutshall live by faith"(KJv, NKJV, NAsB, NIv)

- "the uplighr man 6nds lile rhtough lailh"(rBl

Fig.1.3. Louw\ Diasrans of Romans l:17.

kern, Liso{,sky. wiksram) are the prinary soure for such statistics The person do'ng

fronrhnes€mantic reFa'cb $illlrace lhcoccuneres. nol€ thedirtributionlsuch a \pecidl

uses in \risdom or prophetic librature), chcck syntrctical Sroupings (such d pr€ference

fo. a certain preposlion) atrd olganizc the data into primarv, secondarv. and ndaphor'

ical meanings. Abov€ all, y,e musl nudy each contexr in dehil, fol manv have nadg

nistakes by assuming a pdnary meaning i. a passas€ that actuallv favors one ol rhe

secondary uses ofthe tern. Exlrabiblical sources musl be €mployed with clre, since the

use of thc cognate lanSuases can easily lead to the etvmological fallacv (s€e above) b!'t

parallels propcrly adduc.d can be hiShly illuminadnS Gee Stuan 1980:120-26: Keda''

l98 l :7G82).
ln Nev Teskm€nt \tord study we n€ed to kace th€ word carefully in both Craeco'

Roman and Jewhh conlexts, noting its use in Philo andJosephus a! well as in ihe papvrl

Again for se.ious res€arch $e will want to consult the Prinsly sources and both lrace

and collale lhe usages of lh€ flord in diffelenl contexts Next ue will do the same 'n lne

Neu Teslamenl (using a concordance like Moullon'Ceder or Aland\ comput€! concot-

dancesr. noring the procli\iries ot cerla'n aulhoh lfor inslance. John\ prelermce for rhr

verb form of"bclieve- and "kno\r). Etymolosr, as I not€d above' can be verv help'ur

since many passages d€lib€rately allude to Septuagint or Old Testao€nt meanitrgs Mor€-

o\er. somc Creel, *od( are more lransparenr. conlrnuing rh€ pan u'es oi the rerm
' lhe 

malor  lexrcon.  B.uerA'ndFcrngr ich-D.nker  TBACD. l979l  s  a \a luable loo '

because it lraces th€ oriSins and distdbudon of lhe term as uell as its basic semantrc

rat rge.  Howe\er .  n F rmpo anr  lo  remember rhar  BACD rs descr iPl r \e and interpretr \e

When ir placet a passa8e behtnd a ce'tain meanrdg n is an oPinion and nol an e\lablished

fact. Fcc notcs the handlitrs of a.cnonr6 (rule6) iD I corinthians 2:G8 (1983i87'89I
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) llaccs it under the rubric ofihc cvilspi.its. llolv€ver, a close.look ar the evid€ice

rlveral int€resting facls: only the singular is used in the New Testam€nlfor Satant

alwa)s Rfers lo human rulcrs. rhe first use or lhe ptural ror demonrc folce!

litcratur€ appears in lbe second c€ntury- While the demonic r€mains a possible
I persotral\ follow thosc'rho Lror buman rulers a5 (he meanin8 ot

b.re. My point h thal wc should nol assun€ BACD'S deckions ro b€ inefu-

and Callo* discuss the "multiple senses" of a word from the srsndpoinr of
ion proc€dures (19?4i94-103). Th€y recomn€nd that thc student consider rhree

of s,ord neaning. The primary le!€lis the coromon meaning that the word carries
it rtaods wilhout a context and in nosl cognale t€rms. For example! the primary

of lurro!'t would bc to "frce
meaninSs are specific meanings thal oft€n sharc an arpecr of the primary

occur only ir sonc contexls. Beekman tud Callow speak of a "thread of
" but such is not always truc. A good €xarnple of lhc l^!er it finhlpneuna.

csD mcan "wind" or 'tpirif' or "bfeath" or the p€rson (see above). The various
a broad band of semantic categories and cannot bc rcstncled to a common

Ge. abovc on the root fallacy). Therefore these meanings ar€ used infrequently.
thcse would be the idea of a ransom payment, rcdempdon, $€ liberation
of var or the manumhsion of a slav€. The first tvo of course de found

in lhc Nes Ten.mcnt, but (rll the conre\r musl decid€ $hdher or nor a
PrYmcnt ({bloodl is str€ssed.
, figuralive meanings arc based upon "associadve r€larions wirh rhe primary

'(!.94). (l \rill consid€r lhrs in the n€xr chapter und€r "figures ofsp€€ch.'1 Und€f

litts itr use in prayer ('havc me from . . .') a.s a figurativ€ sens€. Thes€ categories
h.lpful in organizing thc data one har coll€cled on the sernantic range of a

najority of us will n€vcr bc engaged in lhe rype of dcrailcd r€s€arch dcscribed
nlc \rillnot have the time lo r€rrace €ach use io irs oriSinalconrerr and reorSanize

on the baris of r€cent semantic theory (as did Barr, Sawy€r or Kedar). Wc
to be satisfied \rith secondary sources like BDB or BACD. HoN€ver, ve can

the term is used mctaphorically to d€picl a word picture. For lrrorn

lhcm knowledgeably, and vhen commentaries or monographs enploy semantic
and argumentation, lee can bc aware of rh€ l€vel of soDhisticarion wilh vhich
is utiliz€d. Cenainly thos€ of us who are pasrors, oissionaries a rcholars in

ft ldt vilt not have rhe tine to do primary rcsear€h. yet if we knov rhe thcory
u6c thc sccondary lools with far Sreater undersranding and avareftss. This
lril bc used on nany diff€rcnr leveh by its readers, from serious devotional
to writing major nonograph!. I do not want to Sive thc impression that this h
scrious scholars. If we knolv \rhar is invohed in devetoping a senantic lange,

propedy use those senanric sludies which have been develoDed for us. We can
m$unng bols lik€ TDNT, TD0ToTNIDNTT, vhich havenot b€en inrend€d

lcxical study. Th€y ar€ ccrtainly invatuabL ex€Scrical resources bur are nor
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exhrustive on semrntic rlnge ( Il)O I comes the closest) sincc they deal more {ith lheo'

8.  Conrotat i re: ! te in ing.  Nrda and faber(1969 -17-19)p.escnt  the fourbasiccomponenE
01 rhc dynamic cmplorment ol words in a conlext: the objecr elemenl (O), the e!e.r
connotcd (E). thc abstracl naiure acquired (A) and 0 rehtionshir irnplied (R). Wvcliffe
ranslalors as qell as orhers use rhis OEAR coroplcx lo idenrif\ more precrselv lhe eracr
sal r paniculai \!od is used in irs context, rnd lo tro\ide r Suide to seleo a d\namic
equivalence tern or phrale in the rccepror language inro $hich the passagc r beins
tflrnslaled. This doer add timc to lhe exeSetical task, bul on kcy !vords thut deser!e
ddal lcd sord nud!  i r  is  a \onhv lool  lha l  { i l l  cnablc the s ludcr t  lo  th ink through lhe
n,r{!cc nructur. ol I re\t mu$ more carelull).

l 'or  instance.  Jusr i l i  has rn F.-A conple\  of  mcaninss (  declare r ightcous ) . lun i
lhf rn O-F-A rhrust (the objcct decla.€s rightcous ) and teconcile" an l-R emphasis
(r ne* relalionship is medi.rcd). An "objecl or "rhing" word conslirures an aninate
.nr i r t  and emphas;s the per$n or  rh ing conctmed in a narcrneni .  An 'c \ent  $ord
Nnnores acrion !nd nresses rhe nrovenenr aspeot of a staremcnl. An abslrrcr" term N
theoretical in essence and centr^ on the quaLitlrile alped oI rhe vord. A Elarional
lerm looks at Lhe concepl ir ils associalion vith other people or ideas and cmphasizes
the core la l ion belween the rcrnr !  In  Romans l : l7 l ' -The tust  shal l  l ive b!  fanh."  see
abo\e). Just or "ighreous tr !n O A R rerm because rhe pcrson rs seen in righr"
alarionship \ith (lod. "Lire is rn E A tern bec!!se ir is the aclion $ord Ln the sentenc.
. rnd r  kev idea for  rhe new l i lc  { i th  ( ;od in  the F.p is t le  to the Romans (see 2:7 i4: l7 i  5 : l l
18 lmonS othcrs)  " ta i lh"  is  r lso an E- ,4 rerm bccause r l  is  lhc basrs o i  igh l  l iv ing '
!nd sfesres thc lbstract aspecr of fluh"in God

9. P adigmltic Re*!rch: Synonynilt, Anlontmil] rnd Componentirl Analtsis. Th's
iccrron concerns rhc semant ic  l ic ld  of  a conccpl .  not  iust  thc ! l r ious mc!Din8s lhc tern l
irrlf nrighr lrd\e in ditterent contc\rs bur oth!'r rerms rhat r.lare ro il Thr\ puadrgmal,c

rpproach incre ls ins l )  is  recogni /ed as ha\ inr  l reat  \a lue in  5er ious \ord nud\ .  Ih .

rc.hiicalterm irir thc forner is pol)rsnt (a tern $ith nole thrn one me!nin8) lnd the

rcrm for tle lauer is tolynorphv ( sc!cral svm bols 1lith the same neanirg), or synonym!
Nida (1972:85'86) calh this parudi-qmatic nethod iield rmanlics and Soes so 1rr as lo
j.t rhar "critic.lstudies olmelnin8 mun be based pinanlJ upon lhe andllsis ofrelat.d

mcrnings of  d i t i rent  qords not  upon rh.  d i t l iEnt  meanings of  s ins le $ord i ' (p  8 j l

Ccrt{inly thls is n overstaiemcnt. but il is true that sl'nonlms are ver} ncSlecred ln

$manl ic  inresr ig! l ion and can bc qui te hdpiu l in  broadening lhe thrus l  of lhe rdual ter 'n

chosen in rhe s\ntagmatic or surface strucrure. The difiicullJ ol couse is a\oiding o\er'

e\cgesis of rhe adLrll tem lound: for insiance. oveslating rhe dillerences bd$een lhe

word and its synonyms on rhe one hand or ilkgirinarely rcading the olh*s inlo n on

rhc other  hand A nuanced us o i rhe ndhod v i l lnevenheless enr ich the neaninSof the

tasaee. leading ro lhe biblical theologr_ behind the concept embedded in the tern.
Silva nores thrce tlpes ofs)non)ms {1981:120-29).r The predominanr careSorti is thar

ofover lapping 
re lat ions.  so c l l lcd bccauseslnontms meet  at  thc hvelo lsense rathcr than

l.fcr.nc€. This means rhlt somc of the larious scnses ol the terns overlat or coh{e

Th.r ar€ ffw jfnn) absolute s\nonrms. rerms that aBree $ilh one another al c!e.\ lelel

llo$cver, we can say rhar rerms are sinonrmoLrs In panicular conrexts. such as/rerr,0

(,tpirit') and ps-kr, ('toul ) in I rhessalonians 5i2l or asu\i and philt\, ("lore ) in

John 2 l :1517

Tlcr€ are lwo uses ol slnonrnN 'n Bibk nud). If $e are looking ro rhe lar8er rheo,

loSical palt€rn behind lhe use of! ce ain relm. $e sillsrud\ sinilar rerms ld the same

conccpr in order lo find rhe larSer senantic 1leld, {hich can enrich a parricutar slud!.
For instanc€, in a sl udy ol fro lc!.rdndi ("pray") in I Thessa knians | : I 7, we could look

up similar terms lof prater like aiftn, de<rrai. dt hatiltia. rnr.lrrir and *.r,,rid and see
howlh.yexplnd and clarih thc bibli.al concetr.

S.cond, we can nudy stnont ms used in rhe same pr$age and ask the cxrcnr ro wbich
thcy overlap. Thrs is oiten qu(e dilficulr. To use as an illusrl rion the prrycr languagc
jullnoted. four of the terns occur in Philippians 4:6, "Stop sorying rboul anyrhing,
but h ev€ry case bt prayer lnd supplicarion silh thanksSi\in8 ld rour requcns be madc
tnosn to God. Mon likelt Prul is delibuarcll lloclipilinS praler rernj slnoninoush
h order to prescnl prater in ils mosl conprchensive lornr r her rhan speaking of di|-
fercnr aspects ol prayer. ln othd silualions. however, rhe trnguage is more akin to srep
pftallelirm (see chap. !e!en on poeirr). rhat ij. the accenr ir more or rlt dclciopnd
of ideas. Gibson 8n€s l$o e\arnples of prudo-s\nonlm\. ! frhc ctsim ol s\nonlmir\
( l98 l i l99-206):  ( l )  L inda. \  assumpr ion ( t968:  7-26)  thar  rcrms tor  rhe l ls  in  Deure-
ronomy ("judgmcnts,' \tarurcr.' comnandnrents!!J arc syr0nlmousi (2) BLrltmrnn.s
shtcment  thai  see lhe Kingdonr o l  cod ard . .enl*  rhc Kingdom of  cod, , (Jn l :3 .  5)
arcsynorymous \elrher asumplron; pro\cn. rnd lhe 1a[er i\ bard on rheok,g! rarher
rnan on langu!8c. lr is likel\ rhar neirher c\lnpLe is svnon\nou\. \idr rnd Taber
rilustrate $e me$od of orerhppinS relarions bv cor0paring retentance. rcnrose and
convefsron (1974 66) see fisurc 1.4.

ttr' r..r. .rio,,, u r-.li, .i " o, olii.,.,, n..,, o.,

- , . s 1 : c a r l '  
* e  { . " n o  r ) i l  a r  ) n ,  n J m  i  n ' , x u u } , . . . . .  i .  r .  u ,  - . f . , 4 n *  . \ , o n ) .

v-  I  ner  krm, inJrc.om( . in1,kr ' , ,  ^ r  
" tc ,cn!c 

hu,  c^ut .  1e\e or .1r  - f r  rEc t  u .' ' !ance,  l  he n pne,  Fa,mtrr . . . i / , , " " ,a /and rhe unde Sdmenr. . , . r / ,a / . ,b \ r , - , )ar ,tq tc  s imi lar  bur  rhe)  ,out , j  ne\s be . rue. !non!m..  thc \Jmc ,  rue ot  -mdn. .dno
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h liSht-darkness' ascend descend' above-belo{ and so lo h.

L.ss stark in 1ts conlrasl rs rdatile or Sradable anlonvmt. ! hierarchical opposirion

tblt compares but does nor eslablish murual oictusion. Such cramphs as ra -sho ,
hppy-sad, good bad are com parative: 'George is ralle rj hrp pier i better rhrn John.. Thi-

i.fton meniions Pauls use ol spiril'llesh. qhich ar times is a binar! oppoiite lRom 8:9.

t2) and al other lnes 's nol. On rhe one hand. shiht rhe Corinrhian believers lre in
somc sense men of the Sprrtl (l Cor 2:6-l6i i2'14) in anorhcr sns Paulrcfuses ro accepl

rhrir inf€rence lhal lherefore the\ are nor fleshh (l:l-4) (197?:92)

A fiird opposition is conlerse. For insrance, buy i\ the converuc ot,.seli.., To sa!
d. one is to impl! the olheri il George bu\s lrom.lohn. obfiouslv John sc|\ ro ccorge.
ccrlllar sometines indicates this qirh lhe Jrrefir ,.f-: 

'buy,'is tdrr4"ri..s. . is ferkdr//.n
This can ako be a matter of pespecri!ei from onc liespoinr vou..8o,.to rhe holse. tror0
thc olher you come lo lhe house.

Thc ]rhole process ol paradiSmatic analvsis is complex and rhose who hale rhe rime
tocompile such stalisrics would do ivdllo chan rhe resutrs b,- means of{hat Nida ( t9l4)
and o lhers cdl l  (omfonef ,ml  ln lh. ,  lhe ourpo,e r .  r .  c .  mo.re. \ rnn\m. drd Jn
tonyms by ! cha( oi whal sonunlicisrs call lhe .tomponents ol ncaning.' the urjous
calcgories thar define the conrcnt ot rhe rerms. We used snch a chlrt abo\e to compare
npcnlance! rernose rnd conveNon. Another fftquentlr Lrsed .xxmpte rs found in figure
3.6.
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''woman, "bor" lnd girl. The key qLrenion is uhcther rhc t{o could replace one
dn.rher  1 d \ rarrnr ' - r  $  hoJ,  chdlBin!  rhe mern. lg

' Iherh i rdcate8ot  
i5 labelcd inc lus ive re latbni 'and n rechnical l lca l led h)pontmv.

or ' \cmant icdom! in.  This re lates to a h ierarchical  re lat ionship bc l ] {een qords(se Nid!

and Inber 1974: 68-10) frofl rhe generic Io lhe specilic: for instance. creature lnimal

mrmnal-dogteiricr"Eozo. SenaniLc donarns aft seLdom u$d rlth rccuracyi peoph
ftcquenrl! use "thrt doe to rciar ro a specilic pet. Since individuals do nor ule thc
components of a domain in rhe sanc $s), it rs c.ilrcal lo nole lhe pa 'cula. speakr'.
or aurhor\ use and nor io rcad greatd specilicity inlo a term than is thcrc. The contcrr
is rhe linal arbile.. fu hd. rubnilurion is not as srnpk in htpontm!. A5 Silu nar$
' ' 'F loref  can take ihe phcc o l tor ' in  many sentences,  .  .  .  shereas tor 'can r rke the
phce of llowel onll in sentenc* vh{c anoiher type ol llower ls iol meant lp. I27)

Nlisrakcs in rhis caregoq !re quile similar r0 Baiis $arning a!ainsr "illegirimale lo
trlirt llansl;f (norcd abolc) Scholafs are consianrly reading rhe vhoh of a doctrine
in lo iso lared statenBnts.  This is  especia l lv  r ruc of theolos ical l I  loaded passaees l ikc. lohn
6:17-.10, where nanyscholani see rhe full-fledged doctrine of predcninatlon. or Acts::lE.
qhere orhers read a devdoped liew of baplismal regencration. We musl remember thal
rhc biblical aLuhors nornalh srcss€d one nsFct ol a larger dogma Io fir indnidulL
situarions. Doctrnes must be based on ltn aocumulation oi all blblical pasagcs o! a
rotic. lndilidual rerms or pasages relate onl! ro aspec(s olthc largd whole.

l ina l ly ,  h t  us nore \ ida\  d iagram of  rhe rhree r )pes of  s)nonyns ( l rom Sih r )  !e .
l isure 3.5. b.y atrl

FIrutn :.r. cr,on ot corpo**li rrl*,iiI . iSure l ,5.  : , l ida ' \  I ) iacranol  lhrc.  Ivpcso1 Sj_t ronl f rs

Antonyms bdong lo rhe \emanric cate8ory oi opposition Thr rs also qu'te coflmon

in biblical lugua-le and 1s similarlo lhe Hebrc$ poelic prlern ol anlirhdical paraLlelisnr

Scholars arc qurle dr\ided on subcatcgories ol otposilion. bul qe niShr nole lhrcc I)pes

(combin ins Lyons l9?l r l : l22 l l . iThisel ton lg77i90 92i  Siha 198.1 129 l2) .  The nrune' i

Ifpc is Ihe binat opposite. u black'and'qhilc struclurc in $hich the rlse ion ol lhe 0r''

enr . . r  .  rh(  dcnral  nr  lhe  ̂  h ,  r  Io  be.  o8k F nur  rn \c  m, - i .o  'o ' . . " ' , "  ' . '  o l  '

Paul  est lb l ishs srch a conl rast  in  Ronars l l :6  ud Ephesi rns 2r89,  Ia  cht t t i t i  \ "b l

8race")  or ler . r .qr , ( l rorofuork i ) .Thchlmnol IPercr I I8hasasin i la t l *ofo ld
contrasri r/,andr.jrl,dr me, rdrti ( dicd in rhe flcsh ). .aotoiath.n d. prcumati l tr,ade

al i \e  in  rhe sp; i t  ) .  Anolher  cxarnplc is  the nFcaued dul l isn o l  the Gospclo lJohn.  see' l

. - th , -* ,  
. r r r^ , " r .  ro merDer.  or  r fe  \cmanr.c  , reta.  rhe norLonrr t  . " regur ie.

I_ l l .  
. ***" ' ,  ov $n.ch ,he)  d,c  e,cJeo H re\er .  ,h . .  rerhuJ h. t r  .ome b" ,  cp"ocms ( .ee C.r ,on tS.  50-5t :  5r t \d  ts8 l  B, t  J5r .  \ r  

"  n im.et t  ddm.r ,  rhdr  rhe merhqi r .s l r ic led 
prmar.  r  ro reterenuatu-  e\ r .at ,n6u. : r .c  (JreEo 1es th. ,  Lr  r .  r r . . ,< to l

; 'v :sno. t  
opel r  ro .  Ucrr .at  1]cdnrn! ,  

" la  den,nd.  dn cnr \c  otedic  ln ,nF of  caRrn- .a. r ' .u f lher  
i r  a  opei  ro \ubrcrr \e m^- .e.  dnd Indeed.(holdr .  u lne rhe merLod hd\e

,h. ' !P 
wnn \ rdely  dr t fennf  ! . rc l r . ior , .  ln  orher  qo.d,  a nn,  d.  ac enr i r i ! . .  d  _r

] f f i i . " 0 ' n . , . ' " , , d c m d n d , e t h d u . , , , e c o \ e r a e e r ^ b e p r e c , \ e  \ e \ e , r n e r e - . , , , ,

p f r l j i *  
*uv r "  ' i . * r^ , '1e re.urh Jr  .1e. .  . rud,  ana r .  u .e rhe too{  s . r -  p ,e er
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in  Cen€srs l :2rs !  ta i r l \  \ inr t le  eranrnL. .  bLr l  o ther \  are not  !ocrs! .  lhe ( ;o\pd ofJoh

is jusd! famed for its \rdcspread !\c ot double meaiine \or. for innlnce d,r//@r

zenn?rhenat .  ba '1 l toa. \  \e  dPJ:  r -  I  I  'L  1 1 r  - .  
a  - /  -a

i n j . 0 . l l . d n o /  / . " i , :  , P a  n  r  1 1 ! . u . . . r . , d r h e r '  L  r r  H ^ v ! \ J r  . h .

l t re  read double meanrng rn lo the,n l . rch!ng.  bel \cen Jesus r .d rhe d isc i t l .s  in  l :13 19.

sp.c i f ica l l !  in , r . , r .  $h i .h occurs rhrcc r im.s in  rh$c \eB.  nnd ma\  n i rnn l i \ .  on

rh€ physical  pL!ne bul  ) . t r1 i r in  on lhc sf i f i ru ! l  fLrnc l  Th.  rhn) lo! ica l  !sc or  rhc tcm

(wbich occLrr \  lo  !  t imcs in  lhe Gostd !0d twcntv-s*cn r inc\  i .  rhe Johrnninc Lpisrhs

bul  onl t  r { . lve l imes tor ! l  in  lhe S\  noJr l ics l  in .1ohr .  $hcre i r  h ind\  rogerhf t  f t | lhd Son

b€l iever  in  mulual  cohrbLl r r ion (coDtI .  l r  '1  l { ) ) .  \ou ld i r \ . r  rhe po\ ib i l i r \ .  bur  r Ic

co,rtert irsdf gives no rdual hinr .l {rch Ho$cvcr. John\ treldence lor dramrrir

devdopnenl  a long sal ! r j r .  hnes (conr0re l : : r5-51 $ i lh  l : l - l5 i  1 : l  42:  9:1,11)  n[ r  tu \or
a sorer io logical  doubl .  mc! . ing.  On Ihc $hole.  i (  n  a d i f i icu l r  dNir id .  hur  I  caut io !n\
do f ind double meanins i i  l r . rE '19

Comlusl0n: A Math0d0l0gy l0r Lcxicrl Slr y

When schohF sr i le  about ,nerhod.  lhc\  roo.$ i l \  drmb theLr  i ro^ ros$\  rn l  \pcr l
only  ro each other .  i  donl  s ish ro do lh is :  rh{efotu.  ar  rhe oul ie(  I  sanr  ro n!ke i r  dcrr
that the nerhodology wilL be derelopcd on se!erdL Le!els. Al lhc rop te!el, ot course, is
thc scholar  $ho deals qLlh the pr imrr \  e ! ideice.  t rke!  norh ing lor  granled a.d sor t \
inGnsi leh.  deal ing s i th  c \c . !  occurrence o l  the rcrm in ordcr  ro derNe s ranee o i
ncaning and its pa icular meaning in rhe conrerr. Howstr. leu readers of rhis book
rillbe Norking on such a lelel. trhich rvoutd requlre as nuch !s seleral weeks of (eadv
f tsca.ch for  ket  terns.  Von ofLrs $ i l lbc sork iDs on a much toq* k \e l  The bus\  p ls tor
cannot  spend more rhan an hour on in l  indniduat  $ord-srud\  and for  rhe mosr pan
will be forced to spend Le$ rine rhan rhar. The aluage laypebon, as $e| !s rhe pasror
or f i$sr0nary,s i l lcerra in lvdependufonrhesecondarytools(commenrar ies.wordsrudv
books and lhe l ike l  and q i t t  $anr  ro bc N\are of  the ensurn!  n ldhodolog\  c \en rhough
rncy wi l l  hard lv  erer  puAue rhse \ r , ious nep\ .

_Nevertheless, the knosledgc of r p(,p* merhodololJ is cnl cat beclusc rtre nudenl
oI  the Word { i l l$anl  to  nolc  {hcrhc '  or  no1 rhe commentaror  hrs indeed t .ne a proper
* o r d  r u d \  o r  .  n . \  d  ! r  . r . .  D e t , . . , , n J . r  J \  . ! t ^  " . n - , 1 t  I  J 1 l  .  r r . . . n \  |
c r u c i d l  r o  u n d e l r - . a  J r  u l t  . e . e .  o . H r b . (  . . J \  h  r
ota $ord and to narreu rhr l  rangc to$n b rhe; f t ,brbte m.anrnS ol  thdt  p! r r jcutar  ternr
I n  a n  i r d , \ ,  - . .  r o r  . , .  |  \  e t  1 .  ! i r  ,  r h .  r . . .  n o - . \  r . . .  t .  ! q n  i o R* r e l h e r  o  r n r  r f  c  n  n r ' . , .  \ . r , r . , p n . - . n . r o r ^ . t  r . n .  r n " .  . . , n  , . (  i e \  c . . na n d  o r h e  s . r d ^ r  r a \  . r . ,  . . . r . 1 r n i  . , .  , \ c  q o r o
a - o o { . l l  r m m e r l  d " l . ;  r t , -  

" . u  
r r t , o  \ . h .  t ( , p e . . . . t . .  I n J . r . r . , n . r  . L  r . q

- ,c  oerermi t r ,  {do . r . .  . .  . i  . , -  |  . -  .  e ,  rc  \  "e ,  ,  ! r r - . .  ,  . .' " " v e  l o  d  m r . r  e  o t  { r t , r n . e , - , . 1 . " 1 a 8 D . . 1 ( o L .

, . " 1  2 * , - "  r h . ' ,  \  . . . - . ^ , a  t \ .  . . , ,  \  q .  r ^  \  d . . c .  . , ,  . . , , , . r  n . , n c  r d . . r ! .'E(  chdp nne rbo '  r .  .ho l .d n rc  rhor  rer . ,
" r n a n d i n P  e r r r r  { u  . .  \ . i u . a t h .  .  n .  r  r t s - \ .  i . , p k . o  d r . , . i . ,  { \ h ,  q n r o .  d $ e , \ c

10.  Ambigui l l  and Doubh Veaning.  I .  s lud\rng horh 5)ntat r ) r r ic  and I i r fudrSnatL.
i \ tect !  o f  \or l \  ( r .  abo\cr .  I  N i tnpor l l i r  ro  nor .  r I r  nr i ln)  r \  lc \  o l  \  a !u. rc \ ' .  ! r  r rn: .
iDrcnded lnd r t  o lhu r iu$ seemingh accidentr l ,  f fubrb l t  dLr .  ro Ihe lact  rhx l  qe, l f

no{  hnle enough drra to inrcrpreI  thc 0ulhof !  mcu, ig.  I t  i r  idrporr rnt  lo  reuSn;c th i \
rnd not  ro r . rd io to rhc le \ t  grcalcr  prcosion thrn r t  ha\ .  a  I in ih lem *pecLr l l \  ! t l  1o
o. .u n or . f . \eger ing ' \non)mir t  or  rnron)oi r \  io \ {5rat ing rhc \ imi l r r r i6  or  d i t ld
.n0s5) .  At  ! l l  l ims rhe enl . r t  mu5t  tc l l  u5 the cr lcnt  to  $hrc l '  l . rnr  cohe. .  or  dLt l .
1 \  Nnt ioncd cdr l ier .  or lcxt  is  b(Jadcr  than thr  Lnnedl l lc  ( r ier l  an l  rc lcrs aLso
r .  rhe r r i ru \  enrnhaser and n! lc  e l \eshere.  Eanlc,  l  a l iuded ro rhe srnon\nr .us ur  1

4(ran a id l / , tun in .John l l r l5  l l .  \ 'ha i  malN rhr  in lerpr . r r r lon conclu! \c  t r  rb l

congruence o l  the immci l i ! (e  conrcx l  ( thc l \ ro  $ords i i r  " lnotr .  Ihc r ! t ,  sofd.  l . r
' ' rcnd and \h, rep aho urr l  ! !noD!nrouslv l  . r .d  lhc \uder  conrc\ l  ( . lohn\  r .0dcn. !  1 .
! \c  rcrm! \ \ ront 'nousl \  r f t l  Ihe. \ r .n5i \e numb-.1 l rmes h.  do. \  so $r lh l r l rd tdr  dLl

AmbiSuiry  is  rhe mon di l l icuh aspecl  o l  e \egcsi \  Oiren Ih thcDoNnon occuA pi r l i

hut \ t t  bgonl ld  at  obsNrc.  in i requenl  spect !  o j  rh(  senanr ic  r rnSc Th. ,n lcr f re l r  i .
nr \ \ r i i ied be.rur  none. l  lhc usual  nt ! . i ig i  sor l i  or .  * .n \  o^. .  mo!e thai  one nr ! r .
\cnse rn lhe c.nrc\1.  Anrh,sui r t  is  rhr  r .ason \h\  nuny Old I$t ! rnenr  \cholar \  * i

l rcqueni l !  nrSgcsl  enendr l iors in  Ihc lcxt .  o f len {  lhoLr t  ar !  lc \ lua levLdortc  Onl l r i
\urJace the \1! \ t rer ic  l . r r  d .cs nol  mr\c eood \ . , r \c  rn the corrc\1 ln  n l l i r \  \e^ i f l
.dr€ idat ion '  r f .  acrur lLr  ocedcd.  and $Llh ne\  ld , i \Lcdge l tudr  rhe co-qnln.  hngtr ! .
th .  t rend is  r t r l l  f tom \u.h drrnrc n d subjecr i \ .  nr tasures \ t !enhdcs rh.  t robLc
. l  !mbier i t !  is  Srerr i r  i .  rhc Old Te: l rmcnt .

lhc rnrnrLon \ lar r i r . loo\  has 1o ' r )u lated d i  iDn.ndrr  f r i r r  n lc  in  i ieh ! lu i  r . r '

n hcn iaced \ llh I lrrpd \ /,1(,,nrnd oJ tr)blem ol duLritl. m.rniflls. -The h$r NrtLi!
is  thc han nr0rn ing .  l lc  l the l .x i (o8,aph.r l  dc l in*  i t  in : rch i ishtn s (o d i [ !

i r  conl r iburc lca(  lo  rhc rora l  m$sd8. ld lvablc | .m thc prsrg.  $here (  s  r r  hof i .

r  l9r ]15 ' :  rn Sihr  19t . r  l5 l .5 l r .  \ \ 'h iL .  th i \  i !  . \ f r \ ' id  n.gar i \d \  i l  j i  mcl lnr  to . i i r . . r
rhc m.aning thrr  t r  r 'on lL l 'e l )  i !  rh l r  o ie shrch QUrs Ih.  l . . r r  rhrnge L i  rh.  Nnr. \ i
s i l u a p p l i e \ 1 l ) i s l o r h . d i l l i c u l L u s c o l / ) , r i l i t (  s u l 1 o ' ) i n G r l t L l L r n s ] : . 1 .  I ) i ( l f o u \ u l r ! r
! ,  man\  lh in! \  ,n  \a inf  I j \c l$hcr .  c l \e  in  thc \s \  lcsramer l  lhc \erb hr \  i1 \  n, i rnrr i

nrernrng.  bur  Ia ianr  u ' . .  r luened i r l t t tu .nr l \  d \s \heE.  r ' t \ f { re ic .  rhr .  rhe r . \ '

sould read 1) id ] .u . \ r rd,cnce so mu.h l thar  t r ,  b [s in8s i roor  (hc Spi ' i r ]n  ! t r in l  l  t l

( ) n t c x t r n . ) r n ! $ a v s f d ! o r s l h e l a r r c r . l o r p e $ c { r r i ( ! r i s n $ e r n r c n l r o n c d i n r h c c f i 5 l l . r
_ ' a . . (  I . . . r l \ t r .  . r n . . r '  \  r  l 5 , d m .  I  F . . .  . 1  r " . ' r o  n  l  . .

0r inc ip le.  Si l \ r  argue\  rh! r ' lhe ncutrn l \cnse t \ fd i rn.e r . r r$ l !$  d inurbtr rc .  Ln rh '

p!$a8c lhdn docs sul ler 'bccru le tht  lormer n ) r .  redundrrr  L l  i !  n tur .  { rpp.nt r l

o l .  and morc dcdr l )  suptor led b! .  lhc contc\ r '  1 t  155)  (  ! r  L !  rhN f l inc ip l .  L '  r t

\ r lLrabh e\c! . r ica l  rool  \ ! t for t i \e  o l  rhc \ r ruc lurrL r tpturach ! l I . rd \  Ia lcn in  lh i (  drr r

A eood crrnr tne of  ddih*ate rdrb i8rLt t  in  Scr i t r r rc  is  Ihe o l ln lhcuscd fhcnodqn)r '
o l  double nrcrn ing Th$e e\ t ress i (Ds r re norot iouslv  d i11ic ! l t  Lo i i rd l i r ( r .  for  r l t i

conte l rual  l ram.$or l  i \ . l l  is  of r .n rDbie lout .  Ihc l imous $.  -p la\  or  $ i id  sptrL l

t
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cirrr Nork Mosl ol us \rctr1d nlrke Ihose dccisioA on lhe basis ol pc$onal frclcrcnctl

Adler  ard l rn Dorei  n l rc  rhxr  thc mosi  i rnnor t rn(  sords r re rhosc lhat  8L!c lou

t loubh 1 l9. ] l  l0 l l .  To an i \ r .nr  rh i !  is  t rue w!  $ouLd \ r \h  to nud\  mik deepr!  rno\ l

asp.ds rhrr  \ .  our je l \es do nor  qun.  Percc i \c  l lo \ ' ' r '  in  s ludrr i !  5cnpruE \ t

f tna in l \  $rn l  ro probe more decpl t  rnd choos ths \ i ln i f icanr  \ !o  \  i  th '  passale Fr i

g i !c \  us lour  vr lu !b lesreps i .  rsnr l ingthe keI  qords (1981:E4 85)

!  Note rho\c lcrms in rhc conlcxr  which arc " rhni logicauv lorded l l  !oLt  see lermi

that  nale br \ , t  \ . \  Tesldmcnr r ru lhs (such !s  t r rcc"  l  ord or  \x \ r t ion )  rhsr

I i rm!  \ r lL  . . r rn inL)  de!er ! .  c \1rJ nLrdv l l  is  qur lc  
"nrnNn 

Io read roo much neadrIs

rnr .  rhenr  in  i rd t r rdual  co01!) l r  .n  thc basi \  o l  rh ' t r  use e l r \herr  lhrc lore r '  '

pa i r ico l r r lv  iDfo !n l  lo  l t r . tc  t rcc ise l !  the \ r \  lhs\  i re  used in the i fd t r 'dur lconl ! \1

h Noic lhose r . fns shich r t  suc ia l  to  lhc rncrn ing o i  lhc f !$rsc buL f ra\  hc

ambiguou\  in  l lc i r  conLexr '  t rcc notes Ihe use o l  \ i rs ins '  rn I  Coin l l i rns 7:25 '18 ud

ol  rcsc l  in I lh .ssnl  i lns I  I  rs  e\ampler  \1rn!  nore could bc nr tnt ioned \ \ht l

r t . rm \  { i r rc l l to  rhe mcrni rg. l  a  passag'  but  t r  unul inr '  Ih '  ps$ag'  $Ll lhrn_Qe unfr

)our i i re , f rcr tL l ion.  Th{cfor .  rh in pr  icu lar ls  $ i l l  become an l rnforr rnr  cLue to ( l r '

nean,n-r . l  lh t  $hole.  dnd nNn h.  nudred morc dc ' tL !

c  lhos| t t r t l5  sh ichare rc tcntcd inacontcr t  ' r  hecomethemes{ i (hrn lh ' lar rEr l f l r

musr  hc in \* r i8xr .d.  A 8.od r \ rnrp le $ould be rhc u\c ot  re jo icc"  r i  I )hr lLppidns l : l r

In rhc frsr hrll .i rhe \e6. I'xuL use\ ..becrLu{ .1 rhir I reioic. (o ln'cLudc lhe tir

agraph Ih.  lbr  podronof  rh.  \ .Ae \ ' .sand I  \ r l lonr inuero rc i ' icc bcS'n j  rhe Dr"

parugrapl  , ' t  'us;  l9  :6 Pt  I \  e  fh ls is  upon r r ro ic inS in rhe idn ' i  rh '  lso r r r "

in rh. ,u"..crring p",og,upl's nrrk* il \orth) oj specral allenlm r\nother erdmll'

wbere !o! hccomes lhe I'er lhcnic lor the contcxt $du!d b' Jam's L::'1 ln bolh !\$

rhe tonccf l  o i io l  denr lnd\  . r t r !  \ rud) .

d.  \ \ .  nnFr LNt tor  rho\e rcnr t r  $hrch ma\  br  nr 'a  r r i r ica i to rhc n 'ntcrr  rhdn nrL lh(

jeem ro h.  xr  I i r r t  g lance \ r rur ! l !1 .  Ihrs can b '  done onl \  a i ler  nr8 derr i led k\erJ l

Holv$cr .  $e Dru\ t  lhra\s bc r$rrc  lhal  our  rc : '0rc l  $ i1 l  uncoler  o lhcr  l ' rN th l r  { i  '

be far nu0 sorth! of researc| lhrn ve had ar 1iA1 nLrfcded Fee nol$ tbe ur olrrl/"'

in  2 l  hc$rL(r  ims l :6 .  sh i .h m uhr  mean La' \ " inap!$ ivcsenscor"d isodcr lv  rnu

acri\e scn\. r\lso in this carcSor\ lre \ords ured in x {milechnical \cisc bur nor aplretr

ins ro bc ! ,  r r  I r rn For  innancc.  ! r  f i rn  g lancc o i '  nr i - !h t  pas\  acro$ lJ i rh in  Fthtnr i '

l : i - r$h.n r . rdrng\nr l \  r i r l rc l !nh Ho$$$ l i i rh  is f turbablvu\n l  n I \emrr"r 'n i_L

scnse for  l lc  Chnst ian iar lh  rnd t r  crn ica l for  undcr( l rd ine lhe \hoLr  sr l rcmenr D!r r r I

delaihd c\cFcsis lhese l)pes ol rhi'rgs trill need to he uncorcrerl and nlon'0

2.  SlLnl t  td f t l 'u l l \  l t t  n  tu\ t  o  rhnh tu r ' ) " /  ' ( ( !6  l t  is  \cr !  inrnorrnt  m rr '  '

th . .ont . r l  I rnr l \  in  n ind r l  . \ . r \  \ ta-e '  becautc ( [ r  r rme 'onrumiog nrots o leathrr t r r !

Ih .  smi ,  ic  r lnBc caus.  onc r { '  becom' so i ' rnr i r \cJ ! i  rh '  $ord ih i l l  rhrr  r l l 'gr rLdr ' i '

ror . t ' r ,  r ' "u , r . , ieco. . ,  qur le. r \ l  l1  r \  dr f |Nl r  1o spcnd a ! re i t  rmounr o l  rL ' ) l

* r* ; . *  , " " i " ' 'u  
" t  

, * "  usc Lr  ;n l !  br ie t l !  in  r r r '  conrer t  In  o ' r  ro contro l  lh \

icudm.r .  q ' " rcr r  musr  ar  a l l  t imN bc uppermot l  in  rhe proce$ o l  dr t !  gr ther ing Nor '

hos rhoedid Lrs inro rhc lo t r l  daredrcnr  o i  lhc t ! * i ! '  !nd 1r !  ro cL(L ' ld ! re the in i lLrn ic l

o l  thc \ut r .undrng terms unof  I '

l  D t n f l i t  / . 4 ,  1 _ '  \ '  l r -  !  d r r ( .  l  L ' r d  r l ' ' '  r r '  l \

. " " a . " . . . . . t " ' ' "  
l , h r "  i a f  '  m e . -  r ,  I r . r "  r - J r a . r  ( i l l u  r I

, l  i n , " , i g r .  h " "  ' h (  \ ' r '  L  ' f . d -  r i r '  ! i r ' r ' r ' r ' r ' L r l  o q r h ( !  r I

i uaa * . r " n .a . . " - ' '  
(  '  d "  r ' i r r ' : r  l - " r ' r ' n  LJ  L '  r " J  t  r ' r  ' '

, r , " . " " ' " "  " " . " ' .  " " '  ' ' " !  " ' : l  ' '  ' '  - ' r n ' ' " '  '  "  " ' r '  n  ' c  r i nJ

" i t t ' . r , , t ' " ,  "  
r h e r " r !  r \  r r ' ' !  l \ "  . r '  ! p ( . . 1 i \  r r r l '  

"  i r '  ^ 1  ^  ' n " l l

i . , o ' * , - ' . e ' "  '  ' "  r l r  \ " 4 r '  ' r ' r  ' -  ' n r "

f l c r l o ' .  a t m o t ' .  l ' '  a  ' _

conlexr .  As se Sather  rhc \ l r i .us utes . i  rh .  \ord $e s i l l  s in l  t '  dhr '  and ' r l rnue

th€ o.anings in to re larcd 5.1 ' .  ! lsa ls  i .eepi i !  r t  nr inn rh.  \  rnor \  rnrr . \ r \  i .  $h ich rh.

ord uas used.  lhrs n i  no.r l r r  because w.  s iL l  \ !nr  to  sc lcc l  thr l  meanlng \ rhrch a

uscd in a conte l t  rmi l l r  lo  lhc palsage we r .  nudl ing \ \c  nrun 1r !  r .  be as co.r t lcr .

as possibh in  Sather ins thc \ tn0nr ic  ra.8e hccrusc cvcn rn obnr  ! rc  or  r r rc  mear in!  o l

r  cm is  a possib i l i ty  [o  rh i  useof  lhar  ( . ,n ]  in  rhc b ibhcr lcontc\ r  h u aho cr l rcrL

ro r€nember lhat rhe ule ol rh. r.rm in rh. \c\ Teltanenl b r' inrporrrnl as i\ !'c

in  para l le l  l i leratuR. I lan\  \ . \  l . iumcnr ron(  hrd a \enrredr iL i t l lorce rhrr  dcrr \

it mcaning liom lhe lile ol rlr. cul! churh 6 niudi as from Hellcnblrc usage ln (hos.

caseswedrusta la l l t imesbcrqrrcof thcChf is lLrnntani !8 inhcrcn(r  renns l iLe l l t ra '

or" fa i th .
4. Nok nJtethet Ih. r.t,l i! u'&L pnnatltJr rt",r,tjar! ,r ^1n!,.. Th!\ com

bins lhe pre\ ious carceon$ . l  conre\r  rnd \cotnrrc rangc s i l \ !  iu l . j  r l ls  t l [  l r r \ l
t t  p ,  s la l ing rhal  a snnl !chnrcal  or  re let t r i t l  r ! rm r  nol  r rscct l ih l .  ro nruc lu 'a l  r t r i_

)s i6 bul  rather  needs a u lcr f ru lafproach s inrr I r  lo  th! l  o l  l l ) \11198]r176) .  $ l ) i lc
th is  is  t rue,  f tw wordr  in  rh.  Nc\ i  lestanr .0r  dc used so le0hr ,cr l l \  thdt  drc scnur( ,1
mnge becones !n in ia l id  1o. l  I  bd ic lc  rhrr  r  n inceptual  i fnr . r .h  Dun st i l l  en!dc l
|nc scrnant ic  ranse ind thr l  rh.  Lrr lcr  r  e$cnrLrL ro \ofd rneanlD!  rD 1{m\ o i  borh \ tn \ .
and r . fcrence lhereforc. lh t r  \ r l ldererDin. i r , , '  onc ! \ . j  rh .  nnrnrc rd8e rath. r rhrD
vnelher or not one ulilzes Lr

5 l f the lqn ts  rcJ. to l i r l .  \hr l r  t  ron, tptuul^  lh iss i i l in \o l \c l [c lunhercolhc l ron
oisvnonlms and anronvN in order  lo  der i \c  rhc rhcologic l ldccp ( rucrur  undcfDcrrh
lhcuse of  rhe pa icu l i r tcrm of  Nurse.  $e r$t  so id reading nr t r .  inro rhc rcnn rhrn
lhc context  r i l l  a t lo \  bul  thr \  i r  Nnt loLhd h)  rhe pk\ ious derr i . r  r \  ro  rhe . \ rc0r  (o
*uch lhe *ord is  ured retcr .nr i i th  in  rh.  n jnrc\ r  Thc rh{ , lo !L i l l  h ! . le .ou.d h.h i rd
l h e t r o r d b e . , m e .  . ' . - r f , r r . , r , . r r . .  : , o . .  . , . ' " . r h . . . . . , . , .  ' . , . . .  r h p - ' . . . . .
and a reterent ia l  ten i5  cL0!a(e l  dutomdr icr t l )  t .  a  posrr ro i  o j  ! \ r ,ons iDpon!n.c r
Ine conlex l  lhere lorc.sc nr !51 bc.xrrcmctr  (  c luL Ln dete i l l r i  8  c \nct l , -  thee\r .nt
ro shi (n lhc rc .  c1, . . .
'neolo8J \ r t ,  be .  ,ppr  r  t ,  ,  . .  d t  rh. ,  . .  r . ,
I tudht  in  h6 or  hr  nud\  \bo\c a ;e . r rn tunrd.r  rhc (hn, t , ,$  .1 rhe rndrrdrxL
0ool  and r fe l  u  rh.  sr  , r  . (  .  r ,  o .o. ,c"-  . , r  '  r , .  t , (  \e !  t  5 ,  , ,  , r  , .  .  \  . .  re  H
{ t  m u l r  r e c " B n  A h c  J , n i  . ,  

"  
.  ' . ' " .  n . ' ,  .  r . .  * t . , J r .  r ' i \ .  r ' '

rcad more in to rhe ros. ,c . i r , . , .  , ,  
" , , . . , " i . ro. IJ the ro,.t t, u,t" ..

L
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will utilize the paradigmstic dimension hcre difiercnlly than we would for a refe.€ntial

tcrm. In this case ve will want to sludy synonyms and antonyms in order lo delcrminc

the exact parameters for the us€ of rh€ tern thal lhe aulhor actually chose Again, $c

must proceed vilh exr€m€ caution, for similarily and opposition lo rclaEd t€rms can

be subjeclively misused to read mor€ inlo the passage thanthe contcxt willalloN. Therc-

fore, the syntagmati o. contextual invesli8alion sill at all limes have priorily over th!

paradignalic.
1 . Rework the senantic run|e in tems ol the witer's pto.livit! and imm.diate contett.

On rhc baris of r€lated conlext choose that aspcct from the semanlic ranS€ vhich nosi

closely parallels the use of ihc tcrm in the passageyou are studyinS. Nole the connolative

asDcct. vhether lhe term is used in lelms of object, €veni, abstract mcanrng o. r€labon_

"hrp.  
Tni '  c i l l  he lp tou to see dynamrcal ly  cxadl )  hoc lhe term re laRr ro ' t t  conrer l

and vill€nable you to choosc nor€ pr€cisely the set ofmeanings from the semanlic range

rhat most closely parallels ih us€ in the pa$age. Above all, as Mick€lscn caudons. be

a$ale at all limes ofthe tcndency on !h€ pan of bolb you and your list€ners or reade^

ro rcad nodem m€anings inlo ancient neanings ( 1963: 128-29) lt is the a thort jntended

meaning thal is paramount at this slag€. We cannot tra form the context crosscultufalll'

untilwe have delermined firsl ofall its meaninS in ils original context. This becomes rhe

basis for th€ dynamic transfc.ence of lhat neaning hto our nod€fn context Cood

cxposirory preachin8 *ill alrays bl€nd vhat it mcant vrith shat il ncans and siu s€ek

to unite the h€arer with the mcssags of Cod in thc text

nc. units and so provide th€ foundation for syntactical study. Grammar h concerned
tic rclationship betwccn individual lerms and phrases and therliorc prolides the

IIE SEMANTIC RA]{GE OF TIIE TERM ,IT!I,lX I]AS EOTI{ A NARROW ANO A BROAD CO){]{G
r.tion. Ir its nano$ sense it refe6 to rhc rclationship betwcen the words of a
&ntcnc€ atrd is vhtually cquivalent to gramrnar. Some 8rarnmars Guch as Wil-
inchde "syntax" in thcif title. In its broad sense syntax refers to all the interre-

\rithin the senlence as a means ofdet€nrining rh€ nea.ing of the unii as a

syntar rs structural al the core. None of th€ clemenls of rh€ surfac€ srructure
an end in iiscll We a.€ not lookinS primarily for chiasn orclimax. We are

h this broader scnse, syntax includes compositional palt€rns, grammar and se-
rnd so forms a valid concluion to the prcvious fir€e chapters.

usiog syntd itr lhis broader s€nse and th€rcfore vatrt to d€scribc in rhis chapter
three arpecrs ofexcgcsis Glructure, grammar, I€xical study) can bc used to-

.athcr than separat€ly. Rhetorical patErns deal with th€ relationship between

sttgc of syntactical analysis- Sensnlics invcstigater lhe semokclic relationships
thc m.aniqs of lhe terms in the la4er surfacc structur€ and thus provides the

tailding blo€k of syntactical analysis. A common rhr€ad in all of rhese aspects of
ha! b€cn strudllre. ln the study of €omposirional techniques I notcd thcfaclthat

a palem that {caves together fie larger whol€ of the paragraph. Indilidual
ical dccisions lik€wise are based upon the slructufal d€velopment of the whok

Finslly, \r,e took a structural approach to semsntics, noling that *ords have
onlY as pan of thc largcr conr€xt.'

|r upon word studies of individul lerns as if the m€aning oflh€ \rhole paragraph
tt nanow€d down to a particular key term. Rarher we wanr ro elucidate lh€

only for subjective s€nitives or circumstantial participles. We do nor vish

dcvclopne and meaninS of the wholc sraGmenr. In communicarion noft of
[olat€s words or panicular starem.nts as rhc meaDing ofrhe whol€. We seldom

one portion of a sent€nce or paragraph and neglecr th€ r€sl. Rafier we inle
to b€ comrnunicat€d prinarily by the€ntire urteranc€ tak€n as a whole-

mvesti8ation inrc comnunication theory has dealt with the problem of infor-


