July 16, 2012

To: Those who have pre-ordered, The “Sharpest Rule”:
A Review and Restatement of Greek’s Most Tragic Rule.

Re: Publication update.

The “Sharpest Rule” is scheduled for release at the end of October, 2012, or possibly as late
as early 2013. This is due in part to continued editing and preparation and finalizing of
material, as well as all included indexing.

The “Sharpest Rule” will primarily consider the famous “Granville Sharp Rule,” which is the
first of several rules put forth in the later part of the 18t century. The “Sharpest Rule” will
also present and discuss what has come to be known as the “Sharper rule,” a revision of
Sharp’s rule by Professor Daniel B. Wallace, of Dallas Theological Seminary. As the book’s
title makes plain, [ will also present and discuss what I have labeled the “Sharpest rule.”

Granville Sharp was an English abolitionist and a zealous promoter and defender of what is
essentially historical Trinitarianism, a belief which came about several hundred years after
the death of Jesus of Nazareth in association with what have come to be known as the
Councils of Nicea, Constantinople, and Chalcedon. As a believer in the Trinity, Sharp
accepted and taught that Jesus of Nazareth as a “Person” of the Trinity was completely
equal to the Father and to the Holy Spirit, all persons (but not separate beings) in “one
God.”

Sharp was able to use many biblical texts to try and support his view of God as a Trinity,
and Sharp believed he had, in fact, discovered several Greek grammatical rules which also
indicated translations of NT texts which would then refer to Jesus as “G-god.” For example,
if Sharp’s famous “Rule 1” (= article-noun-kai-noun) is applied to texts such as Titus 2:13
then Jesus is in this text called not only “God” but “the Great God,” as well as “Savior” and
“Christ.” If all of this is true, then in some sense texts like Titus 2:13 should be grouped
along with texts already nearly universally accepted as applying “G-god” to Jesus, or to the
“Word,” including John 1:1, John 1:18 (in the best available manuscripts), and also
according to one interpretation of John 20:281 (compare John 20:17).

! Of interest is the fact that if we apply to John 20:28 Sharp’s “Rule VI” then we do have two individuals in this text,
namely, Jesus as Thomas’ “Lord” and the Father as Thomas’ “God.” Note Sharp’s Rule VI (with my underlining):

RULE VI.
If they [personal nouns] are connected by the copulative,
and both have the article, they relate also to different persons.

Yet, in spite of his own Rule VI (for which see above, as taken from Sharp’s Remarks on the Use of the Definitive
Article in the Greek Text of the New Testament: Containing Many New Proofs of the Divinity of Christ, from
Passages Which are Wrongly Translated in the Common English Version [Philadelphia: B.B. Hopkins, 1807], page
xxxvi), Sharp believed John 20:28 calls Jesus “Lord” and “God.” This is because Sharp simply accepted John 20:28
as an exception to his Rule VI since, to quote Sharp, “the context must explain or point plainly the person to whom
the two nouns relate ... as in ... John, xx” (Sharp, Remarks, page 14). Yet, it is this very same or similar explanation
which Sharp and others have rejected when it comes to texts like Titus 2:13 and 2 Peter 1:1. As | and others since
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Sharp’s famous “Rule I” reads as follows:

When the copulative xa: connects two nouns of the same case, [viz. nouns (either substantive or
adjective, or participles) of personal description, respecting office, dignity, affinity, or
[connection], and attributes, properties, or qualities, good or ill,] if the article 6, or any of its
cases, precedes the first of the said nouns or participles, and is not repeated before the second
noun or participle, the latter always relates to the same person that is expressed or described by
the first noun or participle: i.e. it denotes a farther description of the first-named person.’

Like Sharp, Professor Wallace is a promoter and defender of Trinitarianism, as well as a
recognized Greek grammarian among Evangelicals and others involved in various fields of
Greek grammar and textual criticism. Wallace, like Sharp, has also put forth various
writings outlining his grammatical and theological views. Among these works are Wallace’s
doctoral dissertation and the later publishing of the same, in both which Wallace presents
what he has called the “Sharper rule”:

In native Greek constructions (i.e., not translation Greek), when a single article modifies two
substantives connected by kel (thus, article-substantive-kai-substantive), when both substantives
are (1) singular (both grammatically and semantically), (2) personal, (3) and common nouns (not
proper names or ordinals), they have the same referent.?

[ have also spent a good deal of time in study and discussion of this subject, from the late-
1980s through to my further involvement with the Watchtower Society from 1990 to about
2001, and then again on my own in Christian and related studies and circles, in print and
online. [ have corresponded briefly in the mid-1990s with Professor Wallace about some of
the most important issues involved in the application of Sharp’s rule to various ancient
texts. | have written extensively in online debates, in online articles, and in other published
writings about Sharp’s rule and the Sharper rule.#

Soon I will contribute further to this area of study in the form of The “Sharpest Rule,” which
rule I here present as follows:

When reading or when translating ancient Greek, if the Greek understanding is expressed
with two or more nouns separated by kai and if only the first noun has the article, it must
first be determined whether the involved nouns in grammatical agreement are common,
personal nouns, or if they are proper nouns or names with fixed significance for one or more
known, definable individuals. If the nouns are of the former type (common/personal) then
they likely (but not always) apply to the same person. If they are of the latter type

Sharp have presented, it is the signification of the involved nouns that is most important, that is, more so than is
using a rule without having first fully and fairly determined if there is, in fact, one or more fixed referents.

2 Sharp, Remarks on the Use of the Definitive Article in the Greek Text of the New Testament, page 3.

® Daniel B. Wallace, Gr anvi | | e Sharpés Canon and,ed, DA Casin(SBG18;e mant i c
New York: Peter Lang, 2009), page 281; see also Wallace, “The Article with Multiple Substantives Connected by

Kai in the New Testament: Semantics and Significance” (Ph.D. dissertation: Dallas Theological Seminary, 1995),

page 279.

* See, for example, my online paper, “Another Exception to Granville Sharp’s Canon and Its Kin: A Further
Response to Dan Wallace (With an Appendix),” Elihu Online Papers 2 (July 16, 2010 [rev. January 30, 2012]).
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(proper/names), then only the determined fixed reference(s) or signification of the nouns
should inform the application of the nouns.

Though longer in form than the “Sharper rule,” I believe the “Sharpest rule” keeps what is
most important in simple terms, rightly focused on what is needed when it comes to
singular nouns, in agreement, and joined by kai, that is, if only the first noun has the article.
If any of the involved nouns in this type of construction has a definable, fixed significance
for a known person then it should not be considered “common” (Wallace) but proper, and
then applied in the same way as are actual names of known people.

For this reason alone Greek New Testament nouns such as “God,” “Lord,” “Christ,” “Savior”
and actual proper names such as “Jesus” cannot be reliably fit into Sharp’s rule or the
Sharper rule. In spite of the frequent application of these rules to certain New Testament
and other ancient Greek texts, both Sharp’s rule and the Sharper rule include or assume a
degree of determination of noun significance/fixed reference, which is why they are both
so qualified when it comes to the types of nouns to which the rules may apply.

Yet, that is precisely why the determination of the nouns must receive greater attention
and priority than has been given when it comes to the use of Sharp’s rule or the Sharper
rule, since often when those rules are applied to certain NT texts the signification of the
involved nouns and actual proper names (“Jesus”) do not receive enough attention before
the rules are applied.>

Unless the right determinations have been made concerning the significance or any fixed
reference(s) for any of the involved nouns, the rules may not only not apply but they may
return the wrong result, or a misidentification. This will be greatly reduced if not
eliminated entirely in most cases by using the Sharpest rule rather than Sharp’s rule or the
Sharper rule.6

® Compare, for example, what is written in Kenneth S. Wuest’s The Practical Use of the Greek Testament, revised
by Donald L. Wise (Chicago: Moody Press, 1982 [1946]), page 23 (underlining added):

The wording in 2 Peter 1:1, “the righteousness of God and our Saviour Jesus Christ,” might lead some who are not
acquainted with the theology of the New Testament to conclude that there are two persons mentioned and that the
Savior is not God. But the construction in the Greek text conforms to Granville Sharp’s rule. The words, “Saviour
Jesus Christ,” refer to the same person that the word “God” refers to. Thus, the rules of Greek syntax require us to
understand that the Lord Jesus Christ is God.

In fact, there is not even a need to use Sharp’s rule at all when considering nouns such as those involved in texts like
2 Peter 1:1, since they (like proper names) are fixed to known individuals, in this case, “God” the Father and “Savior
Jesus Christ,” with the latter part of the expression in 2 Peter 1:1 having both a second fixed noun (“Christ”) and an
actual proper name (“Jesus”). Therefore, this text does not even fit Sharp’s rule or the Sharper rule when the
signification of the nouns/names is fully determined and rightly accepted.

® This is particularly important in the fields of New Testament Greek and Theology, because texts such as Titus 2:13
and 2 Peter 1:1 have been wrongly seen as fitting Sharp’s rule and the Sharper rule when, in fact, they are two of the
most likely exceptions to these rules (see note 5). In short, they are likely exceptions to Sharp’s rule and the Sharper
rule for reasons which have to do with 1) the significance of the involved nouns (“God,” “Savior,” “Lord,” and
“Christ”), 2) the use of descriptive modifiers which are part of a fixed reference to a known individual (“the Great
God”) the Father, and 3) the use of an actual proper name (“Jesus”) in direct association with the second part of the
kai-joined reference.
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To further illustrate how the Sharpest rule can help better resolve potential difficulties
with understanding significant terms in this construction, even significant, fixed terms used
of more than one known individual, consider the reading in James 3:9 according to P29, the
earliest witness to this text’:

TOV KUpLOV Kol TeTépo.8

Because of the overall teaching about two persons to whom are also often applied nouns of
signification including (as here) “the Lord” and “Father,” as well as “G-god” “Savior,” and
“Christ” in other New Testament texts, and in related literature, we do not always know
with the same certainty which of the only two (the Father or Jesus) is meant. But this
merely involves a deeper level of search for referential identity and associated semantic
significance when it comes to the use of such terms for these two biblical figures.

In James 3:9, “Father” stands out as a fixed reference to God (James 1:17, 27) as it does all
throughout New Testament literature (see the charts listing uses of “F-father” and “G-god”
in The “Sharpest Rule”), unless it is used in a lesser sense than is associated with its use for
God (which is easily determinable), such as we see in James 2:21 and in John 8:39. Both
“Lord” and “the Lord” can be applied to one of two individuals, particularly in James,
though in each case the application of the term with and without the article can be
determined (see the discussion of this text in The “Sharpest Rule”). This determination is
necessary for “the Lord” in this text since there are two uniquely significant subjects as
possible referents for “Lord” and for “the Lord” in James and throughout the New
Testament. However, “Father” really has only one possible referent, unless a special case
can be made for why in this instance (James 3:9) “Father” may have application to Jesus.

Therefore, for reasons similar to what have been proposed as reasons for exceptions to
Sharp’s Rule |, the reading in James 3:9 should be excluded from the list of Sharp/Sharper
rule texts involving “common” nouns of personal description because “the terms used ...
[likely] became so fixed that the writers regarded them as virtual proper names.”? If there
is another update letter prior to the publication of The “Sharpest Rule”, it will be on the first
day of the New Year. Otherwise, before then The “Sharpest Rule” will be released.

My continued best regards to you all,

Greg Stafford

" Located in Princeton, NJ, at the Princeton University Libraries, Department of Rare Books and Special
Collections, Manuscript Division (AM 4117). For more, including a picture of part of this papyrus, see pages 106-
107 of Philip W. Comfort and David P. Barrett, eds., The Text of the Earliest New Testament Greek Manuscripts
(Wheaton, IL: Tyndale House Publishers, Inc., 2001).

® This is also the reading of other significant Greek New Testament witnesses, including a (4" century), A (5"
century), B (4" century), and C (5" century).

® Wallace, “Multiple Substantives,” page 65 (compare page 268); Wallace, Shar pds Canopage®nd |t s
(compare page 267). Yet, Wallace (“Multiple Substantives,” page 288, and Shar p6s Canoppage288),d |t s K
lists James 3:9 as an example of a text fitting the requirements of the “Sharper rule.”
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