
.. Gnilka suggcsts (V4f1/()cfloung, 79) thar the reasOD why Mllrk reaUned the allegorical
interprel2cinn which I c fOllod in his source WQS O!:C3US<: it resembled the seOet inst'l1Jctions
to rhe di~ciple which pf:ty so imporouu U p!l<t in his snspcl. However, rllis imight dn<:s
DOC lelld him to udmir :1 diffcr<"otiaretl an.Jer~tnnd.ing of parahlcs 00 c port of the evan
~llit.

found both rypes of p:u-ab1cs in his trllLlicion: pa..-abJes whieb had remained truc
pnrablcs, i.e., in which he stOI}' con\'l.'Ys OOE bnsic point hieb ic is up ro me:
hearer- chemsdvcs to cas?, and parables which had alread ecn converredinro
allegories. The c\'aJJgclisc !us preserved bod! lJ'PCS of par TI:c: egorized
panb adminloly suited me carechecicaJ purpose of his gospel. Th seer 11 c
gorical aplan.ations served the same fuocnon as tbe other secret insuuccions
civet! to tbe disciples.lU

Bo:h typeS of parables have a punitive charaacr (see k 4: 1lb-12). Buc
God's judgment against his lUlbeIieving people and irs leader is infliCted diller
early in each Q15e Whee Jesus' opponentS hear his kerygmaric p:lr.1bles, their
evil disp05irioas prevent than from ac..!cnowledging and rcs odin!> 0 cl e lfuth
which me parobles conmin. In the C:lSe of the didacric tcs, God's judEmem
is execu cd by excluding all buc the disciples !rom the all~ i interpretation
which reveals the pa.rables' auc mcanion

This paper has be-o...n primarily conccroed with chis sec egory of _ambles
and it has lx'en our comemion that thc parables cootained in l'la k 4 arc of this
didactic '("!y. Coosequendy "lhe scacr of the kingdom of " (4: ll) mnst
be unda-StOOd to refc;r to eaec illStruc-Jon confined to rhe cit e of the disciples
who, i.n the poSt-Ea.."Ccr period will have the re:'l)()o.sibifuy of i I.lcting chc COm
munity, e\'en as ]l'SUS had insrruaed them.
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THE purpose of this SlU Y is to exunioc thc type ot use i.o which an llOar
chrons prediatc ooun precedes the copulari c verb. Two examples of this

word-or er :U'e especi.illy importanC in -T interpretacion. In Mark 15:39 the
ccnrurioQ stnnding re Jesus' aoss says, dA-q8G.; Ol.\ro~ (, c..,OfXIJ::f) IIW'> 8.0;' .p.
And John wrices in hi' rologu~ £1£0, iv;' AOyo (l: l). These: of course are nor
the only examples 0 this word·order in Mark or Jobn, or elsewhere, but we shall
focus on them and try co inccrpn:t them in re3l.ioQ co the styJiscic charactc:ristics
thac Mark and John e:dlibit chroughouc their gaspe This srody will sugge1:
'that anuthrous prediclce tlOU!lS pxecceiing che verb may function ptimacily to ex
press the o.attIIe at chMlcter of die subjc:et, and iliis qualimcive si8o.ificance may
be more import1lDt than the question whether the prediCllte noun icself should he
regarded as ddinite 0 indefini:fE.

We may begin by refcLring w the cwo geneTlll principles concerning predica e
nouns char are usually accepted as uioma.cic in NT stlldy. The fir is that a
prediclLle 00110 in Gr«k is :lDarthrous when il in<licates the category or claS& of
which the suhjecr is :r p cicuhu- =mplc. Thus when Mark, for insl:<lDCe, writes,
'it Ii£ Y~'''I ~v 'EM'II'{~ (7:26), he mc::ans that chis particular Womll.n as a Greek,
although ocher w men wou~d also be ong to this c3tegmy The second principle
is chac a predicace ooun j ardlrous when if is interchangeable with the subjea in
0. gi"en comen. It may be idmuccl with the subjtct, thc only one of its kind, or
something well-known or prominent. In the parabIc: of the vineyard, for instance,
Mark reprcscots the rCDants as saying to one anOther, otn-Ot t<r.tv 0 fV\1JpOvo.acr

( 12:7). He means rha in chi comext there is only one heir under consider:\tion,
::nd this mlUl alone is t.hat heir.'
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'Mark 1:11; 3:11, 3}; Ii, 16, IS (bis). 20; ~:14: 6:3; 7.1S: 8:29; 9:7, 10: 12:7;
13:11; 14'22,24,61: 15:2.

"~.2:2 :3:35;6:49; 11.1,32: 12:35: 14: 0; 15:39. ~c1111lSt'ScloDOl"PP=

Iu"c an OOIIUllOO cfun t ,itlle :lp:t;"t (rom th~ f:itt lh:!l <Ul "narJJ1ocs I'redioCto Plccalcs
tlv:- '·ab. Four of lhem unsunove c1:lu es introduced b!' /:'01;; llt so :lre: 3:11 :I!Id
1:Z'7, whith tuv ~ \ rb eJ. c an uthrous ptcdi re. The 0;: dllUSC, th' is, does
nOl ~tC th:tt me: peed< c the verb.

which the verb is foUowed }' an arthrous predica~e noun or Other SUbSUln .ve ex
pression. He uses this llence twenry times." The gencrlll rule for predica e
nouns would iodic3(C W:ll these predicates should be definire, and in every in·
stance we may jud e this is th C:15e. The force of the article is evidenr, and
tI e predicate subsromi e:.:Il1 refer 10 some specific person or group. tblng Or idea.
A number of tim lark uses is word~dcr in SQtetnen!'S of !l coofes 'onal eype

refcuing to Jcsus, such :IS "you are the son of God" (3: 11) and "you are the
Chri:it" (fl:29). The rescnce of the: article with these predica~e nouns indicates
that Mark was thinkio of 00 y one: son of God or only one Christ, so thar the
subject and the prcdic 'ere equi\'klen and interchangenblc.

Out analysis so far 5ugge.tS th M:u: . was a careful writer who alw-ays Iud
some rC"..soo co 10 e OUt 0 ioser. the arricle in predicate express'ons. When the

erb pr<:c~ed the predicate, he used an anarthrous predicate to indieste a genc:ral
class and an arthrous predicate to state a conve-rible proposition. The f-.u:t that
Mark uses these two ty f construction SO c:uefuUy makes it aU the more Un·
porrant to ask wby be oc io ly USt:s the third type of clause, in which an anar
throus predicart prcct-des the erb.

Mark uses this type of clause eight timcs throughout his gospel: .Becau..<c of
the importance of these: plI$sages \\'e shall discuss each one brief]),. In e.1ch case
we shall a.sk DOt only hether the predicate noun h, definite or iodefmire, bur !so
whether ir has a qualitarive force in indicating the nature or character of the sub·
jeer.

In a debate concerning S:lbbath observance Mark reports Jesus 3S saying, .:;.,.,£
.ropw, lUTUI ~ ~ oroii tiJ.-Dp.:r.-ol: KG' -rnii ao.fJ.8t1'Nl1 (2:28). Mu' cerrninly docs
n t: mean !bat the SoD of Man is "1 lord" of the sabbath. onr: lor among 0 hers.
Possibly he means thac the n of Man is "the loro" of the sabbath. But this
a:ansl:lcion would shi.ft roe emphasis of the whole passage d ing with sabbath
observance (2:23-28). The question is not \\'ho the lord of the sabbath is, but
what tbe nature or llutho .t}' of the Son of Man i . Thus it appear:; more ppropri.
a e to $:Iy thar the Soo 0 {an is simply "'lord" of the sab arh. The prediaue noun
has a distinct qu31it!1th'(' f r c, which is more prominent in this COntClCt than irs
definiteDt"SS or indefini ess.

The second ex:unpl occur in the passage in which Jesus'roocher lind brothers
tu'e looking for him ( . :31-35). When Jesus Ie-,u-os of this. he commentS
~l~ £<rrt.V ,j fl~TfJP /,ou lCaL oi .t$(.\'!>u" (3: 33). The prediaue nouns are definite

here but the qu cion Un lies that Jest15 is using them in a figurative sense. Then
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Tncse tWO principles eem to be valid ccitc:ria for interpreting :1 "riter's mean
iog when 2. sentence follows the usual word·order - I.e., when the copulari,'c ,;,crb
precedes the predicate noun. But rhey m:ty Q to be refined further in those
instances when the predj~-a.te nOun precedes the verb. 10 an ardcle som yc:.ll's
ago E.. C. Colwell examined this type f word~rder and reached the rentath-e can·
elusion roM "definire prediclte DOunS which precede the verb usunlly lack the
arnde."!! In accordance wi 11 his wle he regarded it as robable thnt the predi
care nouns in hom Muk 15: 39 and John 1: 1 sl.ould be interpreted as definite.3

Colwell was almosr entirely concerned wich the question whether lI..IlUthtous
p.rc.<diCl!.te nouns Vo'ere definite or indefinite, and he did not' at lUlY length
tbe problem of their qualitllQve siSnificancc.4 This problem, bowe Ct, needs to
be er:unined a d.iscinct u.me. We s!uJllloo' at it lIS it II pear fU"st in lark
and rhen in John.

I is clear tb:u Mark is fami iar whh the usual word-order in hich d.e verb
. followed by an aoarchrous predicate noun, for he uses this sequence ninet~

time:; According to the general rule wc ~ ould expect these noWlS 0 be indefi
nite; and in rnos inscan es we ma)' judge that tbis is the case. These passages
are of the . pe, "foT they were fishermen" (1: 6) or "whee: er wishes to be firs<
among }10U will be a slave of alI H

( 0:. ). In a fcv.' instances the DOuas e not
indefini e. but in these ca..~es there is some rCllSOn wb} the nouns have a specific
refercn e-cn though they are " U"Ous." The impornUlt point is that Mark
uses quile frequenay the word-order in which the verb pre<:cdes an anarchrous
predicate GOttO.

In a similar ",-a.)' it is clear th:\t" Mark is familiar wi h the rype of clause in

Un;'i'Cfsiry DL<s., 953) 31·71, esp. pp. 43-44 61·63. Thc e-.'o principlc:s discusscd abot'e
l!.rl' ~lso descripti,"C uI d:u.'<ical GrCl'k \IS:1£t'; ~ec H. W. Smyth. Greel: Grltm r (rev. G. M.
Mcsnog: Gunbci ge: H:L-v.lrJ Uciv"r.si~. 1959) §IDO, 1152.

• E. C. Cnh"'eU, "A Deiioin: Rule iDr Ihe Use of the Ankle iu the: Greek Kew j"'tlI·
meat," )Bl. 52 (1933) 12-21; th:! quotation is itom p. 20•

.. Colwe!J, "11. Definite Rule," 2l.
•Coll\'dl...A Defi~le Rule," 17, aDd esp. n. 12.
• Mel< 1:16. 17; 3:17; 6:34, 44; 7:11, 2G; 9:35; 10:8, 4", 44; 12:2), 27. :; , 42;

1:):19; 15:16,22.42. In some: of these pllS>1IBl'S the scbica prCttdes lhe '·crh. in som it
follows ill" verb, nnd in ~me it is om t!Xpl.:ssed. 111= e3Jiaoous do Do< seem to o.[fccr
the m~nin,i; of the prtdiC:H<: no n.

Fo! thi. list 11lld olh<:u thIO\:ghuut d,e srudy I h:lV_ couo=! tll~' c!Au:.C$ in bich th
verb is expressed and the predicate:: is " nU:lll or a.o arulro\:S riciple. I b3ve excluded
dausc:s in which the pr:dic;l{' is 110 :tJje:ah·c. :lllllrJ!rou.< p:uoople, ... b, preposi 'oon!
pbwe, proper no' D, or rel:ui..e "tlS<:. The (t:xt i3 Eo -tl:le, 'ot'un; T 114m .tum gra:J&e
(r",·. E. Nmle lind K. AIUld; l51h cd.; l.oocou: oit<:d Bible SocicriC$, 1 1':9 .

"Thus in G: tt.u 10:8 l~ p~etliCllao n<l n is m ilied by nwm In 12:27 the
prcdicate 's theo!, wbieh, like k)-rjoJ, oiten lorn close to heir,S DA1 WL'I1(' lind :u
such In:ll omir the- miclt'; ct. D!lw-Dcbrurwer.Fum:., A Grt:t:1: Gr >d, 5. 2GO: Moul.
ron·Tu:ner, S,--nt ,PP. IGS~, 174.. N te u.o lb v. I bdore ,d. In
1):16,22 the:: ptrJi t noun occur 10 rdJl.live cL:m$C lllimng
lI/tbrow 0, Mark i tI thou If unn ry ( be
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