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Abstract: Vilém Mathesius’s most important contribution to the field
of linguistics is the theory of the Functional Sentence Perspective
(FSP). According to this theory, the message of an utterance is
construed by two content elements designated as “theme” and
“rheme.” Mathesius’s analysis was constrained to the clause;
however, he indicated that theme and rheme are present at various
strata of discourse. By presenting and applying an optimized version
of FSP for Koine Greek, this article strives to determine the discourse
structure of Paul’s epistle to Titus and hence the central message of
its content. (Article)
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1. Introduction

In Isa 1:18 the translators of the Reina Valera 1960 have
rendered the text as follows: “si vuestros pecados . . . fueren
rojos como el carmesi, vendran a ser como blanca lana.” The last
clause of the sentence—“vendran a ser como blanca lana”—does
not follow the most common pattern of syntactical ordering in
Spanish, a language characterized by the fixed placement of its
clause constituents. Unlike English, which usually places an
adjective before the noun it modifies, in Spanish the adjective
almost always follows the noun, unless, of course, the writer or
speaker desires to convey a more distinctive message, as is the
case with this particular example. The translators of the Reina
Valera, by placing the adjective blanca before the noun lana
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follow the most marked syntactical ordering in order to draw
attention to the adjective. The unwritten message the translators
want to emphasize by this marked syntactical linguistic choice is
the high quality or degree of “whiteness” that God is able to
accomplish, irrespective of how sinful and corrupt human beings
are. This simple example shows us at least three important
principles in regard to how language means. First, languages are
semiotic systems that present users with multiple choices that
they are required to make, whether consciously or uncons-
ciously, in order to communicate meaningfully. Second, the
message of a text, as expressed by clauses, clause-complexes,
and paragraphs, extends beyond the meaning of individual
lexemes and their grammatical relationships; the ordering of
grammatical constituents also contributes to the meaning of the
message. Third, some choices, due to their marked
characteristics, require more attention on the part of the analyst.
Linguists of various schools of thought, aware of these
language realities, have advanced various theories that give due
attention to these linguistic features and assist analysts in their
interpretation of texts. One of the most important theories,' born
out of the Prague School of Linguistics, is what has come to be
known as the functional sentence perspective (FSP),? a theory of
thematization which 1 will use in this essay to analyze the
discourse of Paul’s Epistle to Titus. The purpose of this paper is
twofold. My first goal is to describe and define thematic

1. The importance and lasting impact of this theory can be assessed by
the number of publications that continue to appear since Mathesius first
introduced the concept. For a record of many of these publications, see Drapela
and Duskova, Bibliography of Functional Sentence. 1t is this voluminosity of
research that drives Uhlifova to assert that “the FSP theory is one of the most
valuable pieces of scientific knowledge offered by Czech functional linguistics
(in continuation to the classical period of the Prague Linguistic Circle) to the
linguistic world during the second half of the last century and at the beginning
of the present century” (Uhlitova, “Martin Drapela,” 75).

2.  Even though the theory was pioneered by Mathesius, the label
“functional sentence perspective” was given by Firbas, who used it as a
translation equivalent for Mathesius’s Czech “aktudlni ¢lenéni vétni yétné.” See
Firbas, “Round Table,” 4-5.
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elements at various linguistic ranks and then to adapt a version
of FSP for the thematic analysis of Koine Greek. Using this
optimized version of FSP, my second objective is to determine
the discourse structure of Paul’s Epistle to Titus and how it is
that the notions of theme and rheme contribute to the explicit and
implicit message of the letter.

2. Toward a Definition of Theme and Rheme

In order to provide a working definition of theme and rheme that
is objectively applicable at various ranks of discourse in Greek,
it is necessary to first survey the different ways these two notions
have been understood in relationship to each layer of language in
languages that are distinct from each other. Thus, Mathesius’s
pioneering theory in relationship to Czech will be examined first,
followed by a description of Halliday’s and Brown and Yule’s
adaptation of the FSP theory to English.

2.1 Mathesius and His Functional Sentence Perspective

According to Josef Vachek, when it comes to studying and
understanding the syntactical structure and functions of
language, the most important contribution born out of Prague
linguistics is perhaps Mathesius’s functional approach for
analyzing the sentence.” Vachek’s assertion is not an
exaggeration, for Mathesius’s contribution has proven to be
fundamental—a required first step for language analysis—in our
understanding of how language means, not only at the clause and
sentence level, but also at levels beyond the sentence.” While

3. Vachek, The Linguistic School of Prague, 88. Mathesius’s
contribution and influence are not limited to his functional approach to the
sentence. One could very well argue that, as the founder of the linguistic school
of Prague and because of his insistence in studying language synchronically
five years before the publication of F. de Saussure’s Cours (1916), Mathesius
could be considered one of the fathers, alongside Saussure, of modern
linguistics. See Vachek, “Vilem Mathesius as Forerunner,” 5.

4. Danes§ rightly states that “[t]he relevance of functional sentence
perspective for the organization of discourse (or text) is beyond doubt” (Danes,
“Functional Sentence Perspective,” 106). Porter, who applies the Functional



40 Biblical and Ancient Greek Linguistics 12

recognizing that some sentences may consist of one element,’
Mathesius points out that the majority of sentences contain two
basic content elements, the basis of the utterance—the theme—
and the nucleus of the utterance—the rheme.® The theme,
according to Mathesius, is that part of the sentence that contains
“things relatively familiar or most readily available to the
speaker as the starting point.”” The rheme, on the other hand, is
that part of the sentence that “expresses something relatively
new and contains what is asserted by the sentence.” Put
differently, the theme of the sentence expresses a known fact or
facts available to us from the previous context, and the rheme
expresses new information, which further develops the theme,
and enriches the knowledge of the reader.” Mathesius further
explains that, although the theme and rheme may at times
coincide with the grammatical subject and predicate of a
sentence, this is not always the case, particularly in languages
whose word-order pattern is plastic (i.e. flexible). As a
consequence of this, the syntactical slot that the theme and
rheme may fill in a plastic language will also vary. When the
sentence follows the “objective order,” the theme will precede
the rheme; when it follows the “subjective order,” the rheme will
occupy the first syntactical slot."

Sentence Perspective, pioneered by Mathesius, to determine the epistolary form
or structure of the NT in functional terms, also observes that Mathesius’s
contribution was significant “for bridging the gap between structuralism and
functionalism, which became a hallmark of the Prague Circle; for identifying
meaning at the sentence level; for foreshadowing development of what has
come to be known as text-linguistics or discourse analysis by noting
information flow as separate from syntax; and for suggesting that grammar is
more than syntax and can be expressed in meaningful structures at the sentence
level and beyond” (Porter, “A Functional Letter Perspective,” 11).

5. Mathesius, Functional Analysis of Present Day English, 82—83.

6. Mathesius, Functional Analysis of Present Day English, 81.

7. Mathesius, “Functional Linguistics,” 127.

8. Mathesius, “Functional Linguistics,” 126.

9. Vachek, The Linguistic School of Prague, 89.

10. Mathesius, “Zur Satzperspektive,” 208. Mathesius assesses the
subjective choice of the speaker to follow either the objective and subjective
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From this description of Mathesius’s theory, one may get the
impression that the concepts, definitions, and their subsequent
application are clear and straightforward: (1) the theme always
expresses known or readily available information, whereas the
rheme expresses new information; (2) the theme and the rheme
do not always coincide with the grammatical subject and
predicate; and consequently, (3) they never have a fixed position
in the sentence. However, even though each of the three
descriptions is built logically upon each other—the known and
new information logically results in the mismatch of the theme
and rheme with the grammatical subject and predicate, which in
turn results in the varied syntactical placement of the theme and
rheme—applying them as Mathesius suggests does not always
work effectively, due to the fact that the most fundamental
element of Mathesius’s FSP theory, the notions of known and
new, could be difficult to objectively identify, and, in fact, may
be understood differently by two different linguists. Mathesius
himself shows the difficulty of, at times, assessing what is
known and what is new in a sentence, as evidenced by the
following statement:

When we start to speak about something which cannot yet be referred
to as a known fact, then from the complex of the notions included in
the statement we anticipate one as given, i. e. as a notion that
naturally presents itself, and we make it the starting point. A similar
instance is Na brehu jezera stal hoch... [On bank of-lake stood boy].
Here again everything is new, but from this complex of new facts
breh jezera [the bank of the lake] is anticipated as something given
that readily presents itself. The local determination is selected as the
theme and the remaining part of the statement, std/ hoch [a boy was
standing], is conceived as its theme."

order on the basis of his observation of the speaker’s emotional response in
Czech. When the speaker is calm, he observes, the tendency is to follow the
objective order; when they are excited the order is reversed, i.e. the speaker
follows the subjective order. Notwithstanding the trueness of this observation
in the Czech language, one may question its value concerning other languages,
particularly when it comes to written language.

11. Mathesius, Functional Analysis of Present Day English, 82. Firbas,
who follows Mathesius’s functional model when building his own theory of
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In addition to the difficulty of assessing what is known and
what is new information, Mathesius also recognizes that the
theme, in at least some fusional languages, occupies the first
syntactical slot in the sentence. In regard to Czech, in which
word order is plastic, he observes that “the theme is placed in the
initial section of the sentence, whatever sentence element may
express it, the final section of the sentence being reserved for the
rheme.”'” This apparent contradiction caused others to question
Mathesius’s notion of theme and rheme. In his posthumously
published article in 1962, “The Czech Language and General
Linguistics, ” FrantiSek Travnicek disagrees with Mathesius that
the theme must be thought of as referring to the known
information. It is his opinion that the theme should identify the
sentence element that is joined to the object of the thought.
Consequently, for Travnicek the theme would always have to
occupy the first syntactical slot in the sentence."

Another factor that contributes to the confusion regarding
Mathesius’s description of theme and rheme, a confusion
evidenced by the divergent redefinitions for the same two terms
in various linguistic models, is Mathesius’s polyvalent usage of
the two (actually more than two) words in similar contexts. It is
commonly acknowledged that Mathesius’s most common terms
to identify these two basic parts of the sentence were zaklad
(‘basis’ or ‘foundation’) and jddro (‘nucleus’ or ‘core’).
However, that was true—at least in regard to the word zaklad—
only of his later, post-1939 writings. In his earlier writings,
Mathesius used the words tema ‘topic’ and vychodisté ‘starting
point,” both of which are routinely translated by the English
theme." Firbas observes that, while Mathesius clearly used these

communicative dynamism, points out that “[c]Jonveyance of known information
is not the essential feature of the theme” (Firbas, “On Defining the Theme,”
268) but “a much narrower criterion” (Firbas, “Exploring Vilém Mathesius,”
13). This criterion is the principle of retrievability.

12. Mathesius, Functional Analysis of Present Day English, 85.

13. Firbas, “On Defining the Theme,” 269-73.

14. The term rheme, which replaced nucleus, was coined by Firbas
because, in his opinion, nucleus had too narrow of a connotation. See Firbas,
“Some Thoughts,” 94 n. 9.
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terms (tema and vychodisté) to refer to that part of the sentence
“which is considered to be introductory and to convey something
that is present, known both to the speaker and to the listener,” he
also uses them to identify the known facts, not in relation to the
individual sentence, but “to a stretch of text extending beyond
the individual sentence.””” The same is true concerning the term
zaklad ‘foundation.” Mathesius uses this word in relationship to
both the individual sentence as well as a stretch of text beyond
the individual sentence.'® Thus, at least in regard to the notion of
theme, Mathesius seems to think, whether consciously or
unconsciously, that its application could be extended beyond the
sentence level.

2.2 Theme, Rheme, Given, and New

Mathesius’s functional approach for examining the clause could
be described without exaggeration as one of the most iconic
contributions in linguistics that steered the course for a proper
analysis and understanding of how language works and conveys
meaning.'” However, as already shown, Mathesius’s lack of
disambiguation or explicit description of what constitutes what is
known and what is new, as well as his tendency for identifying
the theme, at least in Czech, with the first syntactical slot of the
clause, required more refining and development. This is
precisely what M. A. K. Halliday attempts to do in his functional
grammar in regard to the English language. Halliday observes
that there are two distinct configurations of structural functions
in relationship to the clause—the clause unit and the information
unit.”® Thus, one can conceive a kind of thematization that takes

15. Firbas, “Exploring Vilém Mathesius,” 5, 8.

16. Firbas, “Exploring Vilém Mathesius,” 10.

17. Even though Mathesius talks about the sentence throughout his
discussion of theme and rheme, on some occasions he equates the two, which
seems to indicate that he understood not only a sentence, as we traditionally
understand it, as having a theme and a rheme, but the clause also. For instance,
he speaks of “[o]ne-element verbless thetic sentences,” and then on the
following page he refers to the same thing as a “verbless thetic clause.” See
Mathesius, Functional Analysis of Present Day English, 87-88.

18. Halliday, Functional Grammar, 287. It is important to keep in mind
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place in relationship to two concepts, which at times overlap
with one another but which are nevertheless functionally
distinct."” This leads Halliday to differentiate between theme and
known information, as well as between rheme and new
information.

Halliday reserves the terms theme and rheme for the kind of
thematization that pertains to the clause unit. According to
Halliday it is the two basic parts of the clause—the theme and
the rheme—that constitute it as a meaningful message. The
theme serves “as the point of departure of the message” and the
rheme as that part which develops the message.” Given that the
theme is the point of departure in the clause, it must, therefore,
occupy the first syntactical slot. Although Halliday concedes that
languages other than English may express the theme differently,
he points out that “if in any given language the message is
organized as a Theme-Rheme structure, and if this structure is
expressed by the sequence in which the elements occur in the
clause, then it seems natural that the position for the theme
should be at the beginning, rather than at the end or at some
other specific point.”*' Thus, Halliday takes the theme and the
rheme as always having a fixed position in the clause, at least in
English. At the same time, he maintains Mathesius’s view that
the theme will not always coincide with the grammatical subject
of the clause, because the theme may be expressed by means of
an adverbial group or a prepositional phrase.*

For the kind of thematization that pertains to the information
unit, Halliday proposes the labels given and new. These labels
parallel those of theme and rheme, but do not exactly correspond
with them. It is here that Halliday most clearly departs from
Mathesius. Mathesius conceives the theme as that part of the

that one information unit may at times be composed of one clause; however,
this is not necessary.

19. Halliday, Functional Grammar, 39. See also Halliday, “Language
Structure and Language Function,” 160—64.

20. Halliday, Functional Grammar, 38.

21. Halliday, Functional Grammar, 39.

22. Halliday, Functional Grammar, 39.
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sentence that expresses the most readily available information
and the rheme as that part that provides new information. This is
not so for Halliday. As already discussed, for Halliday theme has
to do with a point of departure, not with known information,
even though the two may at times coincide. Likewise, the rheme
constitutes the remainder of the clause’s message, which is not
necessarily new or unknown information. In an information unit,
however, the given expresses information that is recoverable by
the speaker, whereas the new expresses information that is non-
recoverable from the perspective of the listener.”> Since Halliday
understands information units as units of spoken discourse, and
thus, as being realized “as a pitch contour, or TONE,” he
concludes that the way to identify given and new is through
phonological analysis. The element with tonic prominence will
culminate the new information, which in turn reveals the given
information—i.e. that part of the information unit with the least
tonic prominence.**

Halliday’s understanding that thematization takes place at
more than one level—at the clause and beside the clause—leads
him to view theme and rheme as syntactically fixed, and given
and new as non-fixed. This is a helpful development of
Mathesius’s theory of FSP. However, since Halliday’s criteria
for determining what constitutes known and new information is
based on tonicity, his suggestions provide no help for the
analysis of thematization in written texts.

2.3 Theme, Topic Entity, and Staging

As just explained, throughout his writings Mathesius used three
Czech terms (fema, zdklad, and vychodisté) to identify the theme
of a sentence. Also, at times Mathesius used these three same
words to identify a known fact (a theme) not only of a single
sentence, but of a stretch of text that extended to multiple
sentences. In other words, although Mathesius did not elaborate
a theory of thematization beyond the single sentence, he
nevertheless seemed to rightly think that thematization occurs at

23. Halliday, Functional Grammar, 277.
24. Halliday, Functional Grammar, 275.
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higher levels of discourse. This unstated but assumed multi-
sentence thematization is what Brown and Yule describe in their
Discourse Analysis as “staging.” Following Grimes’s definition
of staging as a kind of thematization above the linear
organization of the clause,” they argue that in a discourse there
is often a theme that identifies “the grammatical subjects of a
series of sentences” which is developed by other elements in a
given textual stretch.’® This thematic element, which has the
status of “main character,” is thus foregrounded causing other
discourse referents to stay in the background. To avoid confusion
at this level of thematization, Brown and Yule refer to this
thematic unit as the writer’s or speaker’s “topic entity.””’

In a similar vein to Halliday, Brown and Yule also recognize
that thematization takes place at different levels of discourse.
They agree with Halliday that, at the clause level, the theme is
“the left-most constituent of the sentence” and the rheme is
“everything else that follows.”” Thus, for Brown and Yule,
theme and rheme at the clause level have fixed positions. At a
larger discourse level they suggest that the theme is the explicit
subject or main participant/character of the message, which
implies that it does not have a fixed position. As already pointed
out, at this level of thematization Brown and Yule refer to the
thematic unit as the “topic entity.” This topic entity is, of course,
related to the notions of given and new. However, unlike
Halliday, Brown and Yule argue that new information can be
identified, not on the basis of tonicity, but by means of the
indefinite article, which signals the introduction of a new entity,
later evoked or referred to by the definite article.” Brown and
Yule’s differentiation between thematization at the clause level
and above is very helpful for it provides a better model for the

25. Through this concept of staging, Grimes seeks to maintain a parallel
distinction between “the semantic choice of theme” and “the designation of the
constituent in the grammar as the TOPIC by means of appropriate signaling
devices” (Grimes, Thread of Discourse, 324).

26. Brown and Yule, Discourse Analysis, 135.

27. Brown and Yule, Discourse Analysis, 137.

28. Brown and Yule, Discourse Analysis, 126.

29. Brown and Yule, Discourse Analysis, 187.
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analysis of a text that extends beyond the clause. However, their
notion that new information can be identified with reference to
the definite article does not work for languages that lack a
definite and indefinite article, such as Greek.*

From the above discussion, it seems undeniable that
thematization takes place at different levels of discourse.” Also,
each thematic level relates to the general notions of Given and
New. In the case of the individual clause, the Given is the first
syntactical element, the New is the development of that first
syntactical element; above this, the Given is the explicit actor of
a process chain, and the New is everything else that describes the
action of the actor; finally, in the case of whole paragraphs or
even texts, the Given is the main topic or idea and the New is the
development of that topic.

3. An Optimized Thematization Model for Koine Greek

If our goal is to examine the functional meaning of a discourse
(text), we must give due attention to all levels of the given
discourse. A model of thematization is thus necessary that
addresses the various levels of the discourse with specific
designations for Given and New at every rank of a discourse.
This is precisely what Porter and O’Donnell seek to provide by
means of their three-level approach for thematic analysis, the
model that [ will follow in my thematic analysis of Paul’s Epistle
to Titus.”

30. See Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse Analysis, 61.

31. Although we should be careful in asserting that the two thematic
units present in, beside, and above the clause are linguistic universals, this
prudence does not mean that we are to avoid investigating these type of
linguistic patterns in other languages. In fact, the presence of thematic and
rhematic elements in Czech, English, as well as a few other languages (for
Japanese, see Fukuda, “The Thematiser ‘Wa’ in Japanese,” 147-60 and for
Spanish, see Arus Hita, “Theme in Spanish,” 194-212) may be a good
indication that they are a multilingual common pattern.

32. For an application of the same approach to other discourses in the
NT, see Dvorak and Walton, “Clause as Message,” 31-81, esp. pp. 42-58.
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Level Function Realized Through Definition
Establishment of a
Toni Semantic new semantic
i
opie shift environment for
DISCOURSE . :
< Semantic the discourse
PARAGRAPH Boundaries
S i Support
emantic
Comment L. information for the
continuity .
current topic
The change of
Change of .. £
Theme . participant as actor
subject .
of process chain
CLAUSE Participant o
COMPLEX Involvement Additional process
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Rheme verbal current actor
elements (extension of
process chain)
First ‘Who or what the
irst grou
Prime group clause is focused
element
Group upon
CLAUSE
R . Order
emaining
Development of
Subsequent group .
the prime
elements

Table 1: Porter and O’Donnell’s Three-Level Thematization Model*®

As one can observe in Table 1, Porter and O’Donnell treat a
text as being organized in three major ranks—the clause, the
clause complex, and the paragraph—each rank with its own
thematic structure, jointly contributing to the overall message of

33. Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse Analysis, 104.
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the discourse. For each rank thematization is realized by
different linguistic elements in the discourse: at the paragraph
rank it is realized by semantic boundaries, at the clause complex
rank it is realized by participant involvement, and at the clause
rank it is realized by the syntactical positioning of the thematic
and rhematic elements. Following Halliday’s understanding of
theme and rheme at the clause level, Porter and O’Donnell also
view the thematic element as that point of departure in the clause
that is developed by the rhematic structure which follows it.
Thus, both the thematic and rhematic elements are syntactically
fixed, the former always preceding the latter. Unlike Halliday, at
this level of the discourse Porter and O’Donnell prefer to use the
term prime to identify the thematic unit and subsequent to
identify the rhematic unit, reserving the terms theme and rheme
for the next rank in the discourse, which they call the clause-
complex (or sometimes simply the “thematic unit”).** Porter and
O’Donnell define prime “as who or what the clause is focused
upon” and subsequent “as the development of the prime.”” In
the clause eiglv yap moMol QvumoTaxTol, paTaloAdyol xal
dpevamatar (Titus 1:10), the prime would be the predicator eiaty,
while yap moMol xal qvumotaxtol, pataloAdyol xal ¢pevamatal
would be identified as the subsequent of the clause. In the first
clause in Titus 1:13—) paptupia alty €oTiv GAndYc—the
nominal group 7 paptupie ety would be the prime and éotly
@Anbns would be the subsequent. In the next clause of the same
verse—ot’ Wy aitiav Eleyxe adtols dmotéuws—the prime is the
prepositional phrase ot #v aitiav, whereas the subsequent is
formed by éAeyye adTobg amotépws. These three examples show
that the prime consists of a single word group that functions as a
single syntactical unit, and that it may coincide, but does not
need to, with the grammatical subject of the clause. It must also

34. Although Porter and O’Donnell later observe that their choice of
theme and rheme for thematic structure at the clause complex level may create
confusion due to the “long history of application at the clause level,” their
choice is in line with the original terminology chosen by Mathesius himself.
See Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse Analysis, 110.

35. Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse Analysis, 105.
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be borne in mind that some clauses, particularly verbless
clauses—may only have one thematic element, the prime, such
as xalodidaoxdroue in Titus 2:3.

At the sentential level, the two thematic elements are the
theme and the rheme. Unlike prime and subsequent in the clause,
theme and rheme do not have a fixed syntactical position and
thus do not always correspond with prime and subsequent.
However, when they do coincide, they must be noted as “the
most marked combination.”*® The reason for this mismatch
between prime-subsequent and theme-rheme is that the theme
identifies the current actor in the process chain and the rheme
describes the supplementary process information for the given
actor.” In Greek the actor is the explicit subject of the process
chain, which for the most part is determined by grammatical case
and not syntactical placement. Also, since the theme governs the
various verbal processes, it must be the theme of an independent
clause, which, in turn, will often result in the extension of the
rheme over multiple clauses (see Table 2), to the point that some
clause complexes may not have a theme (see Table 3).* Porter
and O’Donnell also point out that the theme should be an explicit
subject and not an implied subject embedded in a finite verb.*

36. Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse Analysis, 110.

37. Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse Analysis, 110—11. This use of theme
at the multi-sentential level is similar to Brown and Yule’s notion of “topic
entity.” See Brown and Yule, Discourse Analysis, 137.

38. The rheme of the message will continue over multiple sentences until
there is a change in participant in the discourse. It has long been recognized,
beginning with Mathesius himself, that not every sentence has a theme. Firbas
rightly notes that “sentences can be themeless and/or transitionless, but unless
truncated (left unfinished) they cannot be without a rheme” (Firbas, “On
Defining the Theme,” 112).

39. Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse Analysis, 111.
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Thematic Unit,
Theme, Rheme,
. TSRO LI/ 2
7 naptupla alty éotlv afe | ., Eheyxe a0TOVG ATOTOUWS
aitiay
Prime, Subsequent, |Primeg | Subsequents
Rheme,
Y L, . mpogexovteg Toudaixois ubboig
(va) vyalvwaoty v fj miotet | wy) ., Y,
xat évtoAais avlpwmwy
Primec Subsequentc |Primep | Subsequenty
Rheme,
amoaTpedopévwy ™V dABetay
Primeg Subsequentg

Table 2: Rheme Extended over Multiple Clauses

Thematic Unit;,

Rheme,

Tolg 8¢ £pyols dpvolvra
Prime, Subsequent,
Rheme,

Bdehuxtol Bvtes xai dmelbels xal mpds v Epyov dyalddv dddxipol

Primeg

Table 3: Clause-Complex without a Theme

The next level of thematization in Porter and O’Donnell’s
model takes place at the paragraph rank through the thematic
elements of topic and comment. Notwithstanding the fact that the
terms fopic and comment have also been used as synonyms for
theme and rheme at the clause level, their use by various
linguists with a broader sense persuades Porter and O’Donnell of
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their suitability to describe thematization that takes place within
a paragraph. The thematic element of topic is defined as “the
establishment of a new semantic environment for the text.” In
turn, the rhematic element of comment is defined as “supporting
information for the current topic.”* Since thematization at this
level of discourse is realized by semantic boundaries, which are
marked by a variety of linguistic elements (discourse markers,
semantic fields, tense-forms, etc.), the identification of a topic
requires paying attention to shifts or changes involving these
various elements. Combinations of shifts in conjunctions,
temporal deixis, semantic fields, tense-forms, etc., will establish
a new semantic environment for the discourse, enabling the
analyst to objectively determine the boundaries of a paragraph.*
Once the boundaries of a paragraph are established, the analyst
can proceed to trace the various thematized elements at lower
levels, giving special attention to those thematic elements that
reoccur as well as those that are marked, for they will inform
them “to build a composite picture of the topic of the
paragraph.”*

4. Thematization in Titus

Now that I have defined and described a theoretical model of
thematization that addresses the various levels of discourse, it is
time to proceed with its application. In what follows, I will
examine, at every rank of the discourse, Paul’s Epistle to Titus,
making important observations and drawing valuable
conclusions in regard to the grammar, structure, and message of
Titus.

40. Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse Analysis, 116.

41. Traditionally paragraph divisions are often established on the basis of
discourse makers (0¢, xal, ydp, etc) and a commonsense reading of the text.
Porter and O’Donnell point out, however, that since discourse markers have a
wide range of usage and therefore “function on a number of different levels,”
the criteria for determining the limitations of a paragraph must include the
analysis of “other co-textual factors.” See Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse
Analysis, 118.

42. Porter and O’Donnell, Discourse Analysis, 119.
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4.1 Thematization at the Clause Level

According to OpenText.org, across the three chapters of Titus
there are 140 clauses, 47 primary clauses and 93 secondary
clauses.” (Many of the secondary clauses are embedded within
other primary and secondary clauses.) Of the 140 clauses, 43
have as their prime a Predicator, 34 a Complement, 26 an
Adjunct, and 22 a Subject.* Among primary clauses whose
prime is a Predicator, seven begin their subsequent with a
Subject (c1 15, c1 28, ¢l 35, c1 45, ¢2 32, c3 8§, ¢3 42), six
with a Complement (¢3 1, ¢3 17, ¢3 29, c¢3 36, c3_45, c3_46),
and one with an Adjunct (c2_41). There is one primary clause
that has the Predicator mapaxader as its prime, without any
subsequent (c2_41). Of all the clauses in which the prime is a
Complement and there is also a Predicator, five begin their
subsequent with the imperative mood (c2 15, ¢2 40, c3 28,
c3 30, c¢3 40), four with the indicative mood (cl 2, cl 4,
c3 15, 3 18) , three with the subjunctive mood (cl_7, cl 24,
c2 31), and two with a participle (c1 12, c2 21). However,
eleven of these clauses begin their subsequent with an infinitive
(cl 26, cl 31, ¢l 46, c2 12, c2 24, ¢3 2, ¢c3 4, c3 5, ¢c3 6,
c3 25, ¢3 43). Seven of the clauses whose prime is a
Complement are verbless (c1 43, c1 49, c2 10, c2 18, c2 19,
c3 21, c3_26). Of these verbless clauses, four do not have any
subsequent (c1 49, c2 10, c2 18, c2 19). As for clauses that
have a grammatical Subject as their prime, nine begin their
subsequent with a Complement (cl_1, cl_10, ¢l 16, cl 32,
cl 42, c2 4, c2 23, ¢2 43, c3 41), eight with a Predicator
(c1 11,¢c1 37,¢2 1,¢2 2,¢2 20,¢c2 37,¢3 13,¢3 27 ),and 5
with an Adjunct (c1_5, cl_34,cl 36,c2 6,c3 48).

43. http://opentext.org/texts/NT/Tit.html

44. This figure excludes the analysis of the following clauses because
they are embedded, functioning as a word group within the clause: cl 8,
cl 27, ¢l 44, cl 47, ¢2 3,¢2 9, c2 22, ¢2 26, c2_28, c2_ 30, ¢2_35, ¢3_20,
c3 23, c3 34, c3 39, and c3_47. They are identified in Appendix 1 by means
of square brackets.
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The above data confirms Porter’s assertion that “Greek
constituent order at the clause level is not nearly so ‘free’ as
some grammarians would have interpreters to believe.”* The
recognition of a not-so-fluid nature of Greek has important
implications for the interpretive process; for, as we will see, the
more common syntactical patterns should not be over-interpreted
on the basis of syntactical positioning. In other words, although
it is certain that the NT writers may highlight some elements of a
discourse by means of syntactical positioning, this highlighting
is only true when the pattern is a marked one, that is, when it
breaks from the common, unmarked pattern.*® For instance, it
would be incorrect to affirm that, in Titus, Paul is trying to
emphasize a certain course of action on the basis of the fronted
positioning of a Predicator. An argumentation along these lines
would be faulty, for, as we have shown, the prime of the great
majority of clauses is a Predicator, this being the most unmarked
pattern in Paul’s syntax.”” Using Mathesius’s words, we may
consider this syntactical pattern as the objective order. A similar
error would be committed if, in the case of clauses whose prime
is a Complement, the interpreter finds some kind of emphasis or
interpretive significance in the prime because it precedes an
infinitive verb. Again, as has been shown, in clauses where the
prime is a Complement, a subsequent that begins with an
infinitive is the most unmarked pattern and, therefore, should not
be over-interpreted. The opposite may be true concerning clauses
whose prime is a Subject, since this is the most marked pattern.
This becomes particularly important when the clause is an
independent one, where the prime may coincide with the theme
of the clause-complex, drawing attention or giving prominence

45. Porter, “Word Order and Clause Structure,” 200.

46. Porter, “Word Order and Clause Structure,” 190.

47. For the sake of comparison, I have also examined the clauses in
Philemon and the numbers there confirm that the Predicator is the most
unmarked prime. Of 48 clauses in Philemon, there are 13 Predicators as prime,
12 Adjuncts, 12 Complements, and 9 Subjects. If we include the Predicator
motfjoat, which is the prime of an embedded one word clause in v. 14 and the
Predicator Aéyw, which is embedded in an Adjunct phrase functioning as prime
in v. 21, this would give us 15 Predicators in fronted position.
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to the theme and, thus, signaling a change in participant, which,
in turn, may help us to better define the boundaries of a given
paragraph or pericope (more on this below).

4.2 Thematization and the Clause Complex Level

My thematic analysis at the clause complex level shows the
presence of 23 themes throughout the discourse: ITadAog
(theme,), xapis xal eipyvy (theme,), TOV émioxomov (themey),
moMol (themes), ot €x Tijg mepitopss (themes), Tis (theme,), Kpijteg
(themeg), 7 paptupia alty (theme,), mavta (theme,), o0vOEv
(theme;;), adTév xat 6 volg xal % ocuveldnoig (theme,), ¥
(theme;s), mpeofutas (themeys), mpeoPfuTidas (themey;), dovAoug
(theme,,), % xdpts ToU Oeol cwtyptog miaw avlpwmots (themey;),
undeis (themes,), nueis (themess), 6 Adyog (themess), Tadta
(themes;), ol Nuétepot (themess), ot et éuol mavtes (themess), N
xapts (themeyy).

Many of these themes, because they coincide with the prime
of a clause and therefore have a marked function, ought to
receive special attention in the examination of the discourse. Not
much needs to be said about the importance that the themes
ITadAos (theme,) and xapig xal eiphvy (theme,) have in the
discourse. However, the fronted position of Kpijres (themes) in
the prophet’s quotation is a semantic indicator meant to capture
the attention of the reader. If this positioning is redactional,®
Paul may be trying to emphatically inform the readers that the
prophet, to whom he attributes the quotation, perceives himself
as ethnically and morally superior to the Cretans, whom he
qualifies as gel Yeloratl, xaxa Onpla, yaotépes dpyal ‘eternal liars,
evil brutes, and lazy gluttons.” And if this prophet is a
representative member of the opposition group,” who are

48. Though impossible to know for certain, it is very likely that Paul had
fronted the theme himself for rhetorical purposes. Porter acknowledges that
“the quotation is unusual in that it is not a formal or formulaic introduction to
the quotation, as Paul often uses elsewhere, but one that is adapted to context”
(Porter, The Pastoral Epistles, 749).

49. Scholars are divided as to the identity of the prophet. A good
majority believe that the prophet is the Cretan philosopher Epimenides
(Stegemann, “Anti-Semitic and Racist Prejudices,” 289; Huizenga, [-2
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avumotaxtot ‘rebellious,” patatodéyor ‘empty talkers,” dpeva-
natar ‘deceivers,” and people olg Ol émotopilev ‘who must be
silenced,” Paul may also be trying to highlight the difficulty of
the environment in which Titus has to minister.

Theme,—) paptupia atty ‘this testimony’—is also emphatic,
because it coincides with the prime of the next clause unit. If the
testimony, which Paul qualifies as being aAnf7¢ ‘truthful,” refers
back to the actual quotation, then Paul may be affirming the
prophet’s evaluation of Cretans. However, if it describes Paul’s
own testimony concerning of éx T mepitopsjs ‘those of the
circumcision group,” which includes the quotation as a piece of
evidence against the false teachers, Paul would then be
denouncing the prophet’s xenophobic characterization of the
Cretans.” It is very likely that Paul is doing the latter, for, by
placing % paptupla alty ‘this testimony’ in prime position, Paul
may be trying to reorient his audience back to his argument of
denunciation, which was interrupted by the apparently abrupt
quotation.

The reason for the marked theme mavta (themeyy) in 1:15,
which is further elaborated by its theme xafapa Tois xabapois ‘are
pure to the pure’, may be because Paul is trying to foreground
the degree of morality that believers are to expect from their
teachers. This is further strengthened by the fact that in the
following statement it is the Complement that occupies the slot
of prime and not the theme (thematic unit,,), as if the apostle
were emphasizing, on the one hand, the degree of holiness a
godly teacher is to strive for and, on the other hand, the corrupt
nature of those who have not pursued the purity that defines a
godly teacher.

Timothy, Titus, 139 n. 11; Marshall, The Pastoral Epistles, 198-99; Mounce,
Pastoral Epistles, 397; Guthrie, The Pastoral Epistles, 209). Others believe that
the prophet is the poet Callimachus (Swete, Theod. Mops. II, 242 n. 18). And a
third group argues that the prophet is one of the false teachers who opposes
Paul’s Christians mission (Lemme, “Uber Tit. 1, 12,7 133-44).

50. Allen provides a strong case that, here, Paul is acting as a witness in a
court case in defense of the Cretans. See Allen, “The Pastoral Epistles,” 510—
11.
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The theme ¢ in thematic unit;s is of special importance, not
only because it is the only explicit Subject that identifies Titus in
the whole discourse (besides his name in the salutation), but also
because it identifies the main actor in the discourse, whose
responsibility is to carry out Paul’s injunctions, which permeates
the whole letter.’' The themes mpeofitag (theme,s), mpeafiTIdns
(theme,;), and doVdoug (theme,,) introduce new actors to whom
Paul’s injunctions are addressed. Their prime position
foregrounds them in the discourse. Among the original recipients
of the letter, these individuals are to pay special attention to the
instructions that Paul, through Titus, expounds. The theme p»deis
(themes;) is a reference back to the three previous themes
(perhaps to themes that were further back in the discourse). Its
markedness highlights Paul’s priority that the congregation is to
respect and honor their pastor, Titus. Both semantically and
syntactically, Paul is driving home the point that no one in the
congregation is allowed to treat him with contempt.

The last two themes that coincide with the prime are taita
(themes;) and % xapis (theme,;). The former directs the reader’s
attention to value the things written and commanded by Paul as
good and profitable (rhemes;), and the latter highlights Paul’s
desire that his readers lead their lives informed and enabled by
God’s grace. Indeed, the fronted position and the arthrous
composition of 7 xaptg may be a final attempt by Paul to stamp in
his readers’ hearts and minds the topic of God’s grace and
kindness toward sinners, developed in 2:11-14 and recalled in
3:3-7.

4.3 Thematization at the Paragraph Level
My thematic analysis at the clause and clause complex levels
gives us the tools to more accurately examine the larger

51. Between Titus 2:1 and 3:14—as a matter of fact even before 2:1—
other participants are introduced by Paul, which may warrant a division into
multiple sub-paragraphs. However, the theme o0 will be recalled implicitly at
various points in the discourse in the form of a second person imperative,
suggesting that 1:5—3:14 includes two major sections of the epistle, the body
and the paraenesis.
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discourse units in Titus.”> The first major section is, of course,
the opening of the letter covered in thematic units 1 and 2.” In
this first section of the letter, the thematized subject—ITaiAog
dolidog Beol—with the elaborate description of the apostle’s
calling and task, is also the topic of the paragraph. Paul, as well
as his calling as an apostle to bring the knowledge of truth,
which leads to godliness, is the known information, thus
establishing the first semantic environment of the discourse. The
comment of the topic would therefore include the recipient,
Titus, and the greeting. This paragraph division coincides with
that of NA28 and UBSS.

The second major section, which constitutes the body of the
epistle, encompasses thematic units 3 to 44. It is delimited by the
marker Todtou ydpw (1:5)* and by the introduction of a new
actor or theme in thematic unitys (o pet’ épol mavres). However,
before we formulate the topic of this section, it is necessary, first,
to define the boundaries of the subsections or paragraphs with
their respective topics. The second paragraph is developed in
1:5-9. (Our divisions also agree with NA28 and UBSS5.) This is
indicated not only by the discourse purpose marker TotTou xaptv
but also by the theme Tov émioxomov (theme,), which connects
thematic unit, with thematic unit;—mnpeofBiTepos was part of the
rheme in thematic unit; and is another way of referring to the
overseers in the discourse—and which rheme extends all the way
to 1:9. The abundance of semantic domains 33 (Communication,
8x), 88 (Moral and Ethical Qualities and Related Behavior, 9x),
and 69 (Affirmation, Negation, 6x), which in turn is contrasted
with semantic domain 89 (Relations, 12x), provides cohesion to
the paragraph, warranting in this way a semantic unity. Also the

52. See Table 4 on p. 64.

53. In his “A Functional Letter Perspective,” Porter notes that most
Pauline letters have a five-part functional structure—opening, thanksgiving,
body, paraenesis, and closing. At the same time he observes that not all of the
Pauline letters “have all five of the proposed parts” (Porter, “A Functional
Letter Perspective,” 20). Titus is one of such exceptions. This brief epistle lacks
the thanksgiving and paraenesis sections, although the whole letter may be
considered paranetic in nature.

54. Louw and Nida, Greek-English Lexicon, 781, 817.
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high number of lexemes from domains 33 and 88 shows that the
topic of the paragraph is concerned with the doctrinal and moral
qualifications (both in speech and in behavior) of those who are
to serve the church as elders. Hence a topic title for this
paragraph could be, “Paul’s description of the doctrinal and
moral qualifications of potential elders.”

Paragraph number three consists of 1:10-16. Unlike NA28
and UBSS5, which understand these verses to contain two
paragraphs (vv. 10-12a and 12b-16), my thematic analysis
suggests that they should be considered a single unit that deals
with the false teachers residing in Crete (Hellenistic Jews?). The
beginning of this paragraph is signaled by both the conjunction
yap and the participant shift from tov émioxomov to moMol
(themes). The theme moMoi is further defined or restricted as of €x
Tiic mepitopdic (themeg). That these two themes should be
understood as identifying the same group of people, thus
justifying the semantic unity of the paragraph, is evinced by the
many negative lexical items that characterize the false teachers.
For instance, of the 10 lexemes from domain 33
(Communication), four have a negative connotation (uatato-
Adyos, émoTopilw, ulbog, éAéyyw); of the five lexemes from
domain 31 (Hold a View, Believe, Trust), three are negative in
their sense (dbpevamdtyns, dvatpénw, dmatog); and of the eight
lexemes from domain 88 (Moral and FEthical Qualities and
Related Behavior), three are negative in their basic meaning
(aloypos, malvw, amotéuws). The high index of these specific
domains, especially with their negative sense, provides cohesion
to the paragraph and informs the reader of the topic’s content,
which may be described as, “Paul’s description of the heretical
and immoral characteristics of the false teachers in Crete.”

The beginning of a new paragraph at the opening of Titus 2 is
signaled by the discourse marker 0¢ and by the introduction of
the explicit Subject oU (theme;s), which identifies Titus, the
recipient of the letter. This paragraph extends all the way to
thematic unitys (2:10). In addition to Titus (referred to by a
reduced form), other actors included in this paragraph are:
npeoPiTas  (themeys), mpeoPiTias (theme;;), and  dovAoug
(theme,,). Because of the presence of these various actors, NA28
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understands 2:1-10 to consist of three paragraphs. (Here UBS5
deviates from NA28 and views 2:1-19 as a single paragraph.)
Although this paragraph consists of four themes, o0 should be
considered the global theme of the paragraph for it plays an
important thematic role in the paragraph. There are at least two
reasons for this assertion: (1) ¢¥ is the subject of the two main
finite verbs in the paragraph (AdAet in v. 1 and mapaxdiet in v.
6), which indicates that Titus is the main theme of the process
chain; and (2) all the other themes have as their Predicator an
infinitive form, which in turn functions as the Complement of
the two verbs of perception to indicate indirect speech.” In
addition to the high number of lexemes from domains 25
(Attitudes and Emotions, 6x), 33 (Communication, 11x), and 88
(Moral and Ethical Qualities and Related Behavior, 9x), the
repetition of the adverb woadTws in vv. 3 and 6 gives cohesion to
the whole unit. The topic of this paragraph could be expressed
as, “Titus’s task to teach and exhort specific groups in the church
to live in accordance with Christian belief.”

The next paragraph consists of 2:11-14. Again, both the
discourse marker ydp and a shift in participants—the new theme
in this paragraph is % xapis Tol feol cwtrplog méaw avbpwmoic—
indicate the beginning of a new subsection. Knowing where the
paragraph begins does not present any challenges. Determining
where the paragraph ends is what poses some difficulty.”® The
editors of NA28 and UBSS5, as well as some commentators,
indicate that the paragraph ends in v. 15.”7 There are a few
linguistic reasons, however, that suggest the paragraph ends in v.
14. One of the first major indicators that vv. 11-14 constitute a
single unit is a shift in verbal aspect. Before v. 11 and after v. 14
the majority of verbs have imperfective aspect. Of the 22 verbs

55. Porter, Idioms, 197, 270-71.

56. The main difficulty for determining where this paragraph ends has to
do with the fact that the next theme is undeig (themes,), which is introduced in
the second part of v. 15. However, one may argue that Paul is implicitly
introduced as a participant at the beginning of v. 15 in the verbal form AdAet.

57. See Guthrie, The Pastoral Epistles, 219; Knight, The Pastoral
Epistles, 318.
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between vv. 1 and 10, only one of them has perfective aspect
(évtpémw in v. 8). All the verbs between 2:15 and 3:2 have
imperfective aspect. Conversely, in 2:11-14 six verbs have
perfective aspect and only two verbs imperfective aspect. This
semantic shift in verbal aspect not only differentiates this
paragraph from the ones that precede and follow it, but also
gives it cohesion. Moreover, the wording used to construct the
theological description of God’s past, present, and future
salvation of humanity does not appear after v. 14. The lexemes
Bebs from domain 12 (Supernatural Beings and Powers), cwtrptog
and cwtnp from domain 21 (Danger, Risk, Safe, Save), do¢feia
and evoefd¢ from domain 53 (Religious Activities), and péyas,
dd%a, and xabapilw from domain 79 (Features of Objects) are all
present between vv. 11 and 14, but they do not appear in the
verses that follow. These linguistic features provide strong
evidence that vv. 11-14 should be viewed as a single paragraph.
We may render the topic of this paragraph as, “Paul’s description
of God’s past, present, and future transformation of humanity, on
the basis of his grace and Christ’s salvific work.”

The fifth paragraph in the discourse of Titus begins in 2:15
with the discourse referential Tadta, which is in prime position at
the outset of thematic unit,s. The major difficulty in seeing a new
paragraph at this juncture is that there is not a change in
participant until thematic unit;;, where the theme undeis is
introduced. Titus (o0, theme,s) is still the grammatical subject of
the main finite verbs (AdAel, mapaxaiet, and Omopipuvyoxe), and
hence, he is the theme of the process chain that is picked up in
2:15. In that sense, one may say that 2:11-14 is a parenthetical
paragraph. However, as already mentioned, the referential
marker tadta, the change in verbal aspect (all verbs with
imperfective aspect), and the different semantic domains—
domains 13 (Be, Become, Exist, Happen), 28 (Know), 29
(Memory and Recall), 36 (Guide, Discipline, Follow), 39
(Hostility, Strife), 77 (Ready, Prepared) are not present in the
former paragraph—suggest that this small subsection should be
considered a single paragraph. Additionally, another important
topical distinction is that in this paragraph the injunctions are
directed to the church in general as opposed to specific groups.
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The topic of this paragraph may be formulated as follows,
“Titus’s task to teach and exhort the church in general to live in
accordance with Christian belief.”

Paragraph number seven is developed in 3:3-7, and it
encompasses thematic units 33 and 34. The introduction of the
theme nueis (themes;) as well as the postpositive conjunction yap
signals its starting point. The temporal markers méte (v. 3) and
ote (v. 4) connect both thematic units into a cohesive paragraph,
even though the number of verbs with imperfective and
perfective aspect is somewhat similar (six with perfective aspect
and five with imperfective aspect). When it comes to a
theological and soteriological emphasis, this paragraph is parallel
to the one in 2:11-14. Indeed, much of the wording that provides
cohesion to the paragraph is very similar to the wording in 2:11—
14. Some of these words are Oeé¢ and mvelipa from domain 12
(Supernatural Beings and Powers), ot){w and cwtip from domain
21 (Danger, Risk, Safe, Save), mAavaw from domain 31 (Hold a
View, Believe, Trust), Aoutpév from domain 53 (Religious
Activities), and 'Incolic Xpiotés from domain 93 (Names of
Persons and Places). The instantiation of these var-ious lexical
items help us to identify the topic of the paragraph which may be
formulated as follows, “Paul’s description of God’s kindness and
grace, activated by the work of the Son and the Holy Spirit,
through which he transforms sinners.”

The last two paragraphs of this second major section of Titus
comprise 3:8—11 (thematic unitss to thematic unity) and 3:12—14
(thematic unity; to thematic unitys). This division coincides with
the paragraph divisions in NA28 and UBSS5. The beginning of
paragraph eight (3:8—11) is signaled by the introduction of a new
theme—6 Adyos (themess). The theme talta (themes;) also
corresponds to this subsection because it is an explicit reference
to mepl TouTwy. Paragraph number nine begins with the temporal
conjunction étav and, although no new theme is introduced until
thematic unity, (ol Nuétepot), the change in verbal aspect suggests
that vv. 12 to 14 should be viewed as a different paragraph. Of
the thirteen verbs in 2:8-11, ten have imperfective aspect and
three stative aspect. In regard to 2:12—14, of the ten verbs, four
have imperfective aspect, five perfective aspect, and one stative
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aspect. Following the exhortatory tone of the whole epistle, these
two paragraphs are further instructions for Titus, with the only
difference being that the instructions relate to Titus himself and
to other specific individuals. A title for paragraph eight could be,
“Paul’s injunction to Titus to be careful in his teaching and his
conduct,” and for paragraph nine, “Paul’s injunction to Titus to
minister to specific individuals.”

Now that we have examined the boundaries of each paragraph
and provided topical formulations for each one of them, it is time
to briefly explain why they should be viewed as belonging to a
second major section of the epistle—the body section. What
joins all of these paragraphs together as the body of the epistle is
their paraenetic nature. This is evident, among other things, by
the abundance of lexemes belonging to domains 33
(Communication) and 82 (Moral and Ethical Qualities and
Related Behavior) in almost every paragraph. (Domain 82 is
present in every paragraph and domain 33 is lacking in only two
paragraphs.) Also, even though there are many themes that
warrant the divisions of various subsections, theme;, ¥, because
it is the explicit subject of many imperative verbs in the
discourse across multiple paragraphs, should be considered the
global theme of the whole discourse. As God’s instrument
transformed by his grace, Titus is meant to communicate Paul’s
doctrine and injunctions to the various groups and individuals
within the church so that they too may be transformed by God’s
divine work. A topic title for this unifying discourse theme,
which is woven throughout the various paragraphs of the
epistle’s body and which captures the main message of the
discourse, could be expressed as, “God’s salvation of human
kind, applied through Christ’s redemptive work, is to be
reflected in a moral, spiritual, doctrinal, and filial
transformation.”

The third and last section of the epistle contains a greeting
and final blessing. Three thematic units comprise this section
(thematic units 45, 46, and 47). Themeys identifies new
participants sending the greeting—oi pet’ éuod mavres— and thus
warrants a section break. Themey;, which is the prime of its
clause, brings to the foreground Paul’s farewell to Titus and the
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church. An appropriate topic title for this section could be,
“Paul’s greeting and farewell to Titus and the church.”

minister to specific individuals

Section . . | Paragraph . Thematic
Section T P h T
Division | ~oc o TP | pivision e e Unit(s)
Paul and his
Iling t
1:1-4 cating fo Paul and his calling to preach the
(Opening) preach the life- 1:14 life-transformi ) 1-2
enin, ife-transforming gospe
pering transforming € 80P
gospel
Paul’s description of the doctrinal
1:5-9 and moral qualifications of 34
potential elders
Paul’s description of the heretical
1:10-16 | and immoral characteristics of the 5-14
false teachers in Crete
Titus’s task to teach and exhort
God’s specific groups in the church to
. 2:1-10 . . .. 15-26
salvation of live in accordance with Christian
human kind, belief
applied
through Paul’s description of God’s past,
Christ’s 211—14 present, and future transformation 27
1:5-3:14 | redemptive ’ of humanity, on the basis of his
(Body) work, is to be grace and Christ’s salvific work
reflected in a Titus’s task to teach and exhort the
moral, 2:15—3:2 church in general to live in 28-32
spiritual, . L .
accordance with Christian belief
doctrinal, and
filial Paul’s description of God’s
. kindness and grace, activated by
transformation.
3:3-7 the work of the Son and the Holy | 32-34
Spirit, through which he
transforms sinners
Paul’s injunction to Titus to be
3:8-11 careful in his teaching and his 35-40
conduct
312-14 Paul’s injunction to Titus to 41-45
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Section . .| Paragraph . Thematic
Section Topic Paragraph Topic
Division Pt Division £ep P! Unit(s)
Paul’s greeting
3:1 5 an(‘i farewell to 315 Paul’s greeting and farewell to 4647
(Closing) | Titus and the Titus and the church
church

Table 4: Letter Sections and Paragraphs and Their Topics

5. Conclusion

The goals of this essay have been to provide a description of
thematization and an analysis of thematic elements in every layer
of Paul’s Epistle to Titus. It has been recognized that there are
thematic elements, each of which corresponds to the notion of
Given and New, at the clause, clause-complex, and paragraph
levels, all of which need to be properly analyzed in order to
determine the overall thematic structure of a discourse. Because
Porter and O’Donnell implement helpful definitions and labels
for every Given and New component at each rank of the
discourse—prime-subsequent at the clause level, theme-rheme at
the clause-complex level, and topic-comment at the paragraph
level—I have followed their approach in my analysis of Paul’s
Epistle to Titus.

The importance of my thematic analysis lies in the fact that
the meaning of a text—in this case the discourse of Titus—is
constructed by the language user not only through the explicit
understanding of its messages (content) but also through the
syntactical arrangement of its messages, whether this is done
consciously or unconsciously. My thematic analysis of Titus has
helped to confirm that, even though Greek is not a fixed-order
language, it is not completely free, for there are syntactical
patterns that are more commonly used. This observation, has, in
turn, enabled me to more objectively capture the message of
Titus by observing relationships between primes and themes.
Since in Greek coincidence between prime and theme is a
marked feature of the language, when a writer adopts this pattern
he is highlighting or giving prominence to a specific content
feature of the discourse. The overall message of the discourse is
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also expressed by the way the writer structures his whole
discourse into a coherent unity and, as we have seen, a thematic
analysis at all ranks gives us better tools for determining the
boundaries of subsections within the discourse.

6. Appendixes

Appendix 1: Prime and Subsequent Analysis of Titus

The following table contains a thematic analysis of Titus at the
clause level. The clause numbering follows that of the
OpenText.org project. Clause numbers in itfalics identify primary
clauses. Embedded clauses functioning as a word group within a
clause are enclosed in brackets.

Verse |Clause |[Prime Subsequent Prime Function
TTahog dolirog
feoll, améoTodog
9t "Inool
Xptotod xata
ToTWY ExAeXTRY Ti P
1:1-3 |11 Beol xal R YVIOL TEXVE Subject
. xaTé xowny TieTY
émlyvaoty
aAnBelag Tiig
xat’ eboéPelay
¢ éAmid (wfic
aiwviou
gmyyyeidato 6 devdig
12 W Beds mpd ypbvwvy Complement
alwviwy
(0%) xatpots idiotg ToV
13 épavépwaey Adyov adTol év Predicator
xnplyuatt
émioTedByy ym xat’
1 4 ) émrayny Tol cwtiipog | Complement
Nuév Beol
amd Beoli matpds xal
1:4 15 xapis xai eipnvn | Xpiotod ‘Inool ol | Subject
owTiipos UiV
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Verse |Clause |[Prime Subsequent Prime Function
1:5-6 |16 ToUTOU XApLY améamov oe év Kpnry | Adjunct
(tva) , ,
17 [zi Actmova] émidlopboy Complement
1.9 (xai) , e mk,w Predicator
- XATATTHTYS mpecBuTépoug
1_10 (&) &yw oot Stetafduny Subject
111 (l) Tig T a‘ve)fx):n'rog, pias Subject
yuvaixdg avip
112 Téxva Exwy moTA Complement
113 un év xatyyopla dowtias | Adjunct
1 14 )] avuméTaxTa Adjunct
1:7-9 |1.15 Jdet - Predicator
116 (,yo'tp) ToV avsz/x?\n'roy elvat wg Subject
émioxomov Beod oixoviyov
1.17 u adfadn Adjunct
118 un dpylhov Adjunct
119 uwn TAPOLVOY Adjunct
1.20 un TANXTNY Adjunct
121 w) aioypoxepdii Adjunct
(6M&) dradgevov
122 qbt?\ayaeov, - Complement
- cwdpova dixatov
8atov eyxparth
1.23 avTexduevov OV XoTR TV B1daciy Predicator
maTol Adyou
1 24 (va) duvartds 7 Complement
1.25 (xal) mapaxalely & 51§aaxa>\lq. ™ | Predicator
Uytawoiaoy
1.26 (xat) [robs ENéyxey Complement
- avTiAéyovtag] YXEW- P
(yap) oMol
1:10a |1 28 gloly GYUTOTRXTOL Predicator
HaTaloAdyot xal
dpevamaTat
1:10b— . o o .
1_29 uaAoT ol éx THs mepiTouiis Adjunct

11
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aepvols, cdpovag

Verse |Clause |[Prime Subsequent Prime Function
1.30 Jet - Predicator
1 31 olg émioTopilew Complement
132 olTiveg ?XOU; oueovs Subject
- dvatpémouaty
1.33 di1ddarovTes - Predicator
| 34 3 @i 0et aioypol xépdoug Subject
- Xdpw
1:12a |1_35 elméy e ig au'rcovllalog Predicator
- aVT@Y TPOPNTYNG
126 |7 36 Kpiires Gel }Lsuamt,, mxfx | subject
- bnpla, yaotépes dpyal
1:13— : P s Ay .
14 137 7 waptupic abty |éotiv dAndrig Subject
1 38 o A aitiav x::)\sy)gs @oTous Adjunct
- dmoTéung
139 (iva) dyaivwow | év tfj mioTet Predicator
TPOTEYOVTES
140 uwn "Toudaixois woborg xal | Adjunct
évtorais avlpwmwy
1 41 amoatpedouévwy | THv dAndelay Predicator
1:15a |1 42 TavT xabapa Tois xabapols | Subject
[Tols (3¢)
1:15b | 1_43 pewappévors] | ovdév xabapdy Complement
xal dmiocTolg
1:15¢ |1 45 (6M&) peplavral oTaly xat o vous XN 1 predicator
- ouveldnaig
1:16a |1 46 Bedv supoloyoliow eidévar | Complement
1:16b |1 48 Tolg (0%) pyorg | apvolvran Adjunct
Boehvxtol EvTeg
1 49 xas amileg,,lg X Complement
- mpds mév Epyov
dyabov addxipol
2:1 21 ) (08) AdAel Subject
o mpémel Tf [Oytavoton) .
22 didaoxatia Subject
, vndatious elva, .
2:2 2 4 mpecfuTag Subject
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Verse |Clause |[Prime Subsequent Prime Function
25 Uytaivovtag 'f?') mo’rf_ TN YA T | predicator
- Omopovi
woadTw v
232 |26 mpeoBiTidag XQTQOTHUATL Subject
lepompemels
2:3b |27 w) diefBéroug Adjunct
. ) [olve TOANG .
2:3c 28 ) Sedouhpéva] Adjunct
2:3d-5 |2 10 xahodidaoxnd- | Complement
- Aoug
2 11 (ba) TaS VEQ Predicator
- owdpovilwoty s veas
elvat, phoTénvous
212 brAavopous awdpovag ayvag Complement
oixovpyols dyafag,
2 13 Umotagoopévas | Tols idiotg dvdpdoty Predicator
o \ 6 Abyog ol Beol .
2 14 (va) un Bhacdnuiital Adjunct
2:6-8 215 ToUG VEwTEpoug | woalTwg TapaxdAet Complement
216 cwdpovely - Predicator
217 mepl MAVTA JEGVTOV TOPEXOHLEVOS Adjunct
- TOTOV XaAARY Epywy ,
&v §j d1daoxalia
218 adbopiav - Complement
CEMVOTY TR
2 19 %\wa, vyl Complement
- AxaTdYVWaTOV
220 (’wa) ° & évtpamij Subject
dvavtiag
) éxwv [Aéyew mept
2 21 unoty Auisy datov] Complement
2:9a 223 dovAoug 1!51015‘,580"1'[0’1'&!? . Subject
- bmotagoeobal év méo
2:9b 2 24 edapéoToug ehvat Complement
2:9¢ 225 un [GvTidéyovTag) Adjunct
2:10a |2 27 un [voadilopévoug] Adjunct
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Verse |Clause |[Prime Subsequent Prime Function
2:10b |2 29 (a’Ma) [méioa afaem\';uysvoug Complement
- moT] [dyabiv]
(tva) Ty
ddaoxariov Ty .
2 31 ~ o XOTUEBTY €V TaTLY Complement
7ol cwthipog
Nuidv Beol
211 (yap) % xdpts Tod Beod
1;‘ 2 32 émedavy owTplog mEoty Predicator
avlpwmotg
2 33 madedovon Nbs Predicator
(ver)
[&pvnoduevor cwdpbvug xal dixalwg
2 34 v doéPetav xal |xal edoeBés (jowuey | Predicator
TAG XOTUIXAS év 76 viv aidvt
¢mbupicg)
™Y waxapiav éAmida
xal émidaveiav T
2 36 mpoadeyduevor | 96Eng Toll ueydiou Predicator
Beol xal cwtipog Hudv
"Inool Xprotol
237 8¢ st&ixsv gquToV UTEp Subject
Uy
2 38 (va) AutpdyonTat as 4TO TAaTS Predicator
Gvopiag
EaUTE Aady
2 39 (xal) xabaploy | mweptovotov, (pAwm)y | Predicator
xah&v Epywy
2:15a |2 40 Talta AdAetl Complement
2:15b |2 41 (xal) mapaxdde |- Predicator
2:15¢ |2 42 (xal) EXeyxe ueta maoyg émitayiic | Predicator
2:15d |2 43 undeis ooV TepIdpovelTw Subject
3:1-2 |31 Umoplpvyoxe adTolg Predicator
32 Gpxatis eovaialg | vmotdooeahar Complement
33 metbapyely Predicator
3 4 Tipoe AV EpYOY étolpoug elvat Complement
dyafov
35 undéva Braodyueiv Complement
36 auayovg elvat &mietxelc Complement
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Verse |Clause |[Prime Subsequent Prime Function
mégay Tpog MAVTQ
37 gvdenevupévoug ,p g' g Complement
- avBpwmoug
mpadiTyTa
(yap) mote xal Hueis
3:3 38 uev dvénrot, ameibels Predicator
aTuynTol
39 TAVOUEVOL Predicator
310 doudebovTeg smetl)(.uatg etk fdovads Predicator
moiAaig
év xaxia xal . .
311 v OtdyovTeg Adjunct
312 wioolvreg aMAAoug Predicator
(bre 38) émedavy Tol gwtijpo
3:4-7 313 XPNoToTYS xal ) | v S:Oﬁ pos Subject
dravbpwia e
3 14 00X E% prey , Adjunct
- TEv &v Sixatoohvy
315 a émotvoauey Nueis Complement
316 |Mexaras Adjunct
adTod EAeog
s o1 Aoutpod
317 gowoey zrrx)uyysv’smag ot Predicator
- dvaxavioews
mvedpatog aylov
Eéyeey € Npds
318 % nAououSg &Na IWNO v Complement
Xpiotol Tod gwtiipog
i
(tva) xAnpovdyot yevnbéiuey
319 [Sucarwbévres T |xat’ éAmida {wii Adjunct
éxelvou yapttt] | aiwviov
3:8a 321 TTOC 6 Abyos Complement
o (xat) [mept Bovopai oe .
3:8b-c 1322 ToUTWY] [SePePatotiobal] Adjunct
324 (tva) , Predicator
- dbpovtilwow
325 xaA&v Epywy mpoloTachal Complement
326 ol memaTeUXOTES | BEdd Complement
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Verse |Clause |[Prime Subsequent Prime Function
E0TIV XaAAQ xal
3:8d 327 Tadta AdEpa Tois Subject
avBpwmorg
uwpds (%)
{hcel xal
3:9a 328 yeveahoylag xai | meptictaco Subject
gpets xal paxas
VORIXAS
3:9b 329 elolv (yfzc p) avadehels wal Predicator
- uatatotl
an . . peta piav xal
3:10 3 30 A deutépav voubeoiav Complement
11 dvlpwmov ~
mapattod
3 31 eldg - Predicator
332 (,OTL) 6 TotoliTog Predicator
gééotpanTtal
333 (xal) apaptaver |[&v adToxataxpitos] |Predicator
. g , Aptepdiv mpos ot % .
3:12a-b |3_35 (6tav) mEudw Tbyucov Predicator
336 omovdagoy - Predicator
3 37 B mpbg e eig NixdmoAww | Predicator
3:12¢ (338 |ewet (yap) xexpua Adjunct
- [rapaxeipnaoat]
Zyvéy Tov
3:13 3 40 VooV xai omovdaiwg mpémepupov | Complement
AToMGY
3 41 (iva) undev adTols Aeimy Subject
3:14 342 pavlavétwoay | (3¢ xal) of nuétepot Predicator
3 43 xah&v Epywy 7,1'9010'm’creat el Tas Complement
avaryxalag ypelag
3 44 (tva) un aow dxapmol. Adjunct
3:15a |3 45 gomalovral ae ol pet’ ol mavreg |Predicator
3:15b |3 46 domacal - Predicator
3 47 ToUs dhofvrag | Auds év mioTel Predicator
3:15¢ |3 48 7 XApIS UETE TAVTWY DY Subject
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Appendix 2: Theme and Rheme Analysis in Titus

This second appendix contains a thematic analysis of Titus at the
clause-complex level. The clause analysis of primes and subse-
quents is also provided (with some adjustments) in order to
indicate when a prime coincides with a theme.

Thematic Unit,

Theme, Rheme,

Tabhog dolidog Beoll, dméaTodog 02 Inood

Xptorod xata mioTv éxhextdv Oeol xal Titw ywnoleo Téxve xata xowny
émiyvaoawy dnbelas Tiic xat’ edoéfeav én’ | mioTv

EAmidt {wijs alwviov

Prime, Subsequent,

Rheme,

W (02) xaipots idlowg ToV Adyov adTol év xnplyuatt
Primes Subsequent;

Rheme,

o ) o~ s ,
épavépwoey (B2) xaupols idiots Tov Adyov adTol év xnplyuart
Primec Subsequentc

Rheme,;

8 émoTedlny &yt xat’ émTayny Tol cwTipos Nudv Beod
Primep Subsequentp

Thematic Unit,

Theme, Rheme,

Xapis xal eiphyn

amd Beol matpos xal Xptotol ‘Ingol ol cwtiip
0g NV

Prime,

Subsequent,
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Thematic Unit;

Rheme;

ToUTOU Xdpwv | dméhméy o€ v Kpyty (a) émidlopbaay
! T& Aelmovta !

Prime, Subsequent, Primeg Subsequenty

Rheme;

(Gcat) ; xaté méAv mpeaBuTépoug | (dg) Eyw oot detagauny

XATATTNTYS

Primec Subsequentc Primep Subsequenty,

Rheme;

o ¢ AvEyxh al , y ,
(el) Tis EOTY AYEYIIITOS, pids TEXVQ EYwY TOTA
yuvaixog avip

Primeg Subsequentg Primer Subsequenty

Rheme;

u év xatnyopla dowtiag # avumoTaxta

Primeg Subsequentg Primey Subsequenty

Thematic Unit,

Rheme,

ol (y&p) Tov émioxomov | dvéyxdnTtov elvau dg Beoli oixovépoy

Prime, Primeg Subsequents

Rheme,

@) abBaon w) dpyirov

Primec Subsequentc Primep | Subsequentp

Rheme,

u TapOLVOV un TARRTYY

Primeg Subsequentg Primer | Subsequenty

Rheme,

i aioypoxepd] e q)’l}\égsvciv ¢l7\’dyaeovNO'L6c|>pova

dixatov 8atov Eyxpati
Primeg Subsequentg Primey | Subsequenty
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Rheme,

Tol xata Ty .
, , \ ~ (va) 5
dvtexbuevoy | didaxny moTol Sovarse |

p watds

Adyou
Prime; Subsequent; Prime; |Subsequent,
Rheme,

(xal)
xal év tfj didaoxaria T | Tob Ny
(et R Mg T ENéyyey
mapaxalely | Uytavoloy avTidéyo
vTag
Primex Subsequentg Prime; | Subsequent;
Thematic Units
Rheme;s Themes Rhemes
) o \ \ GvuméTaxTol LaTaloAdyol xal
eloly (yap) modol TOL paTatoAgyot xa
dpevamatal
Prime, Subsequent,
Thematic Unit,
Rhemeg Theme, Rhemeg
paAtota | ol éx Tiis mepiToutic olg J¢el émoTouilew
Prime, Subsequent, Primeg Subsequenty
Rhemes
o 8houg oixou . & w) Ol aloypol
ofTiveg A0US € 5 O10doxoVTES I 1xp
avatpémouaty x€pdoug ydptv

Primec Subsequentc Primep, Subsequent,
Thematic Unit;
Rheme; Theme, Rheme;
elmév TIS ¢ adtéiv 1010 adTév mpodrTyg
Prime, Subsequent,
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Thematic Unitg

Themeg Rhemeg

Kpijres el Yeborat, xaxa Oypla, yaotépes dpyal

Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unit,

Theme, Rheme,

7 paptupla alty  |éoTiv ddnbic |00 Hv aitiav |EXeyye adTobs dmoTdpws

Prime, Subsequent, |Primeg Subsequents

Rheme,
mpocexovtes Toudaixols

(va) dyalvwow  |év tf miotet | un woborg xal évrodais
avlpwmwy

Primec Subsequentc | Primep Subsequentp

Rheme,

amootpedopévwy | THY GABetay

Primeg Subsequents

Thematic Unit,

Themelo Rhemel(}

TavTa xabapa Tols xabapois

Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unit;,

Rhemey, Theme,, Rheme,

ic ok , . N ’

7oK OF pepapievols xat ooy xabapdy

amioTolg

Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unit,

Rheme,, Theme,,

(&M&) peplavtal

adT@v xal 6 volig xal ¥ cuveldnoig

Prime,

Subsequent,
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Thematic Unit,;

Rheme;

Bedv spohoyoliow eidéval
Prime, Subsequent,
Thematic Unit,,

Rheme,,

Tolg ¢ £pyolg apvolvrat
Prime, Subsequenta
Rhemem

« v . WY
BoeAuxol BvTes xal dmelbels xai mpdg mév Epyov dyabdv dddxipor

Primeg

Thematic Unit;s

Theme,;s |Rheme;;s
av (0¢) Aaet a mpémel T Uytavoloy didaoxaio
Prime, |Subsequent, |Primez |Subsequents
Thematic Unit;g
Them616 Rhemels
, wdatlovg elvat, ., Tf wloTel T dyamn H
npeaBiTag ne LoV 8 Uyralvovtag i o eyem
oepvols, cudpovag Umopovij
Prime, Subsequent, Primeg Subsequents

Thematic Unit,;

Themel 7

Rheme 17

mpeaBiTidag

©oaOTWS 8V XATATTAUATL [EpOTIPETELS

Prime, Subsequent,
Thematic Unit,g

Rhem61 8

@) diefBéroug
Prime, Subsequent,
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Thematic Unit;,

Rheme,
w) olvew ToME dedovAwpévag
Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unit,,

Rheme,,
xaAod10aaxANOUS (Wa) cwdpovilwaty | Tas véag
Prime, Primeg Subsequents
Rhemezo
elvat, dthoténvous .
, . oy ] , Tolg idlotg
drhdvdpous cwpovag &yvag bmotagaopévag dvdodowy
oixovpyots dyafbag, P
Primec Subsequentc Primep Subsequentp
Rhemezo
(va) 6 Adyog Tol Beol BAacdnuiital
Primeg Subsequentg
Thematic Unity,
Rheme,,
Tolg VEwTEPoUs | woalTws Tapaxddel |owdpoveiv
Prime, Subsequent, Prime;
Rheme,,
v T
. oeauTOY mepeyduevos | didaoxaia Abyov Iy
TEPL TAVTQ , Np },( wevos , I ) s . i
TOTOY %AV Epywy | ddBopiav, AXATAYVWITOV
TEUVOTNTA,
Primec Subsequentc Primey Subsequent,
Rheme,,
tvar) 6 € , " . Exwv AEYeW TEpL NGV
(, ) ; : évtpani undtv KW ALY PR
gvavtiag ! dairov
Primeg Subsequentg Primer Subsequentr
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Thematic Unit,,

Theme,, Rheme,,

doUAoug {0lotg deamdTalg bmotdooeabal v miaty
Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unity;

Rhemey;

ebapéaTous elvat

Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unity,

Rhemez4
ui avTIAéyovTag
Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unit,s

Rhemez5
5 voodi{opévous
Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unity

Rheme,

(&M&) méoay mioTy

évdetvupévous dyabdiy

Prime,

Subsequent,

Rhemezs

(tva) Ty didaoxariav Ty Tol cwthipos Ny

feod

xoauiaty &v méaw

Primeg

Subsequenty

Thematic Unit,;

Rheme,; Theme,;
émedavy (yap) 0 xapis Tol Beol cwrhptog méoy avlpwmots
Prime, Subsequent,
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Rhemey;
(iva) dpvnoapevol cwdpbvag xal dixaiwg
madedovon b T doéPetav xal Tag |xal edoefdic (Mowpey év
xoouieas eémbupias |6 viv aidvt

Primes Subsequents | Primec Subsequentc
Rheme,;

™V paxapioy

E\mida xal

émdavelay T

, 36&ns Tod o Edwnev Equtdy Omep

TpoTdexdUevoL , ~ |6¢ .

peyarov Beod NGV

xal owTipos

Nuév Inool

Xpiotol
Primep, Subsequent, | Primeg Subsequentg
Rheme,,
va NwAc o \ , EquTd Aadv Teplolatoy,
(ba) , WA AT (ward) xabapioy T <Pt
AutpwonTtal maayg avoplag : Oty xadév Epywy
Primes Subsequent; | Primeg Subsequentg
Thematic Unityg
Rhemezg
Taita AdAel
Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unity,

Rhemezg

(xal) mapaxdAet

Prime,

Thematic Units,

Rheme3()

(xal) EXeyxe

UETE ATV EMITAYTS

Prime,

Subsequent,
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Thematic Units;
Themes, Rheme;,
undelc o0V TEPIPPOVEITW
Prime, Subsequent,
Thematic Unit,
Rheme;,
Umouluvnoxe adTovg dpyals vmotdoaeaha
g ¢kouaiaig
Prime, Subsequent, Primeg Subsequents
Rheme;,
meapyeiv mpdg Ty Epyov dyabov étolpoug elvat
Primec Primep Subsequentp
Rheme;z
undéva Braodrueiv apayovg elvau émierels
Primeg Subsequent Primer Subsequenty
Rhemegz
méoav évdevupévous mpalityTa mpos mdvrag
HEVOLS TP &vBpwmoug
Primeg Subsequentg
Thematic Units;
Rheme;; Theme;; Rheme;;
ey (yap) mote (xai) nuels | avéntol, dmebels, aTuyyrol
Prime, Subsequent,
Rheme33
, , gmbupiais xal
TAQVWUEVOL 00UAEVOVTES . e i “
Ndovais motiaig
Primeg Primec Subsequentc
Rheme;;
év xaxle xal dBéve | Sidyovres wioolvTeg GMNAoug
Primep Subsequenty, Primeg Subsequentg
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Thematic Units,

Rhemes,

(8re 8¢) M xpnoTéTNG xatl %

émedavy Tol cwtiipog Nuév Beol

dravlpwmic
Prime, Subsequenta
Rhemeg4
olx E¢ Epywv TGV &v dixaloahvy)
Primeg Subsequent;
Rheme;,
o . P P Y
gmotoapey Nuels GM& xata 6 adTol EAeog
Primec Subsequentc Primep
Rheme34
e s ~ , v , ,
Yswoey Npds S houtpol maktyyevesiag xal dvaxavdoews TVEORATOS
aylov
Primeg Subsequent;
Rheme;,
00 g€éyeev €0 Npds mhouoiwg A& Tyeod Xpiotod Tod cwtipos Hudv
Primer Subsequent
Rhemeg4

o , 5 ;
(va) dixatwbeévteg T éxelvou ydpitt

wMjpovdpor yevnbéipey xat édnida {wijs
aiwviov.

Primeg Subsequentg
Thematic Unitss

Rhemeg5 Theme}S

TIeTOC 6 Aéyos

Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Units,

Rheme;q

(xal) mepl ToVTWY

Bovdopal e diaPePatobobat

Prime,

Subsequent,
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Rhemess
(a) dpovrilworv xaA&v Epywv mpototacdal of memoTeuxéTes Hed
Primeg Subsequenty
Thematic Units;
Themes; Rhemes,
Tadta goTv xaAd xal ddelpa Tois avlpwmors
Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unitsg

Rheme;s
Ve (5 , . Yovi s T B
ywpag‘ (08) {yrioeis xal yeveadoylag xal Epeig xal pdyas mepitoTaco
VORIXAS
Prime, Subsequenta

Thematic Units,

Rheme;y
eloly (yap) dvwdelels xai pdtatol
Prime, Subsequenta

Thematic Unity,

Rhemey,

alpeTindv peta piav xal deutépay voubeoiav 5
&vBpwmov mapaltol Hows
Prime, Subsequent, Primeg
Rhemey,

(8tr) EééorpamTar |6 TolobiTog (xal) apaptdvel @V adToXQTAXPITOS
Primec Subsequentc | Primep Subsequentp,
Thematic Unity;

Rhemey,

(é’:rav) ’Ae’rsy&v Tpdg 0t % S — é?xeslfv mpos pe elg
TEUP Toxxov Nuxdmoty
Prime, Subsequent, Primeg Subsequents
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Thematic Unit,,

Rheme,,
éxel (yap) xéxpixa mapayeipdoal
Prime, Subsequent,
Thematic Unity;
Rhemey;
Znvav ToV vopxdv xal omoudain o \ N
e ® . ¢ (tva) undtv | adois Aeimy
AmoMEY mpbmepov :
Prime, Subsequenta Primeg Subsequentg
Thematic Unity,
Rheme44 Theme44 Rheme44
, o e xaA&v Epywv mpoioTacbal eis T&
pavbavétwoay (3% »al) of nuétepor . Pywy e s Tas
avayxalag ypelag
Prime, Subsequent,
Rheme44
(va) W) dow dxapmol.
Primeg Subsequents
Thematic Unit,s
Rhemeys Themeys
domdlovral oe of wet’ éuol mavTeg
Prime, Subsequent,

Thematic Unityg

Rhemeys

&domaoat ToUs drhodvrag Huds &v mioTel
Prime, Subsequenta

Thematic Unity;

Themey; Rheme,;

7 X&pLs UETE TAVTWY DUV

Prime, Subsequenta
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Appendix 3: Semantic Domain in NA28 Paragraph Divisions

This table presents a list of Louw and Nida’s semantic domains
for every paragraph in Titus as delimited by NA28.

Paragraph 1: 1.1-4

Reference |Lexeme Domain # | Domain Name
1:4 TEXVOV 9.46 People
1:1-4 Bede (x5) 12.1 Supernatural Beings and Powers
1:4 maThp 12.12
1:3,4 cwThp (2X) 21.31 Danger, Risk, Safe, Save
14 clotvn 2 42 Tfouble, Hardship, Relief, Favorable

Circumstances

1:2 (ot 23.88 Physiological Processes and States
1:2 gAmic 25.59 Attitudes and Emotions
1:4 Xapis 25.89
1:1 émiyvaols 28.18 Know
1:3 davepbw 28.36
1:1 ExAexTdc 30.93 Think
1:4 mioTig 31.102 Hold a View, Believe, Trust
1:1 mioTig 31.85
1:3 xXpUypHa 33.258  |Communication
1:2 émayyéMopat |33.286
1:3 gmTayn 33.326
1:3 Adyos 33.98
1:3 moTedw 355 Help, Care For
1:1 eoéfela 53.1 Religious Activities
1:1 &méaToNOg 53.74
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Paragraph 1: 1.1-4
Reference |Lexeme Domain # | Domain Name
1:3 0tog 57.4 Possess, Transfer, Exchange
1:4 %0Lvd¢ 57.9
1:3 xatpdg 67.1 Time
1:2 mpé 67.133
1:2 Xp6vos 67.133
1:2 alwviog 67.96
1:1 danbeta 72.2 True, False
1:4 YVNaLog 73.1 Genuine, Phony
1:1 dodidog 87.76 Status
12 iveusitc 984 Moral and Ethi'cal Qualities and
Related Behavior
1:2 émi 89.27 Relations
1:1,3,4  |xatd (4x) 89.8
1:3 ¢ 89.87
1:1,4 xai (3x) 89.92
1:1 3¢ 89.94
1:3 gv 90.1 Case
1:4 &mé 90.15
1:3,4 gy (3x) 92.1 Discourse Referentials
1:3 a0Té¢ 92.11
1:1-4 6 (5x) 92.24
1:2-3 8¢ (2x) 92.27
1:1,4 Inootis (2x) 93.169 Names of Persons and Places
1:1 TadAog 93.294
1:4 Titog 93.364
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Paragraph 1: 1.1-4
Reference |Lexeme Domain # | Domain Name
1:1,4 Xptotés (2x) 193.387
Paragraph 2: 1.6-9
Reference |Lexeme Domain# |Domain Name
1:5 TOALG 1.88 Geographical Objects and Features
1:6 TEXVOY 10.36 Kinship Terms
1:6 avip 10.53
1:6 yuvi 10.54
1:7 Bede 12.1 Supernatural Beings and Powers
1:6,7,9 |eiwtl (3x) 13.1 Be, Become, Exist, Happen
1:6 év 13.8
1:8 drrdyabog 25.105 Attitudes and Emotions
1:9 mapaxaréw |25.15
1.7 aloypoxepdns | 25.26
1:9 AvTéyw 31.49 Hold a View, Believe, Trust
1:6,9 motés (2x)  |31.87
1:9 oLdey 33.224 Communication
1:9 ddaoxaric  |33.236
1:5 datdoow 33.325
1:9 EXéyxw 33.417
1:6 xatnyopla  |33.428
1:6,7 :’c;}i‘;/x)\mog 33.433
1:9 avTidéyw 33.455
1:9 Adyos 33.98
1:8 drAdEevog 34.58 Association
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Paragraph 2: 1.6-9
Reference |Lexeme Domain# |Domain Name
1:6 dqvumdtaxtos |36.26 Guide, Discipline, Follow
1:5 xabloTnut 37.104 Control, Rule
1:7 oixovéuos 37.39
1:7 gmioxomog 53.71 Religious Activities
1:5 mpeaPitepos |53.77
1:6 Exw 57.1 Possess, Transfer, Exchange
1:5 Aeimw 57.43
1:6 gic 60.1 Number
1:5 émoopbéew  |62.4 Arrange, Organize
1:5,7 as (2x) 64.12 Comparison
1:6 w (6x) 69.3 Affirmation, Negation
1:7 Ot 71.21 Mode
1:9 Uyaivw 72.15 True, False
1:5 gv 83.13 Spacial Positions
1:5 amoleimw 85.65 Existence in Space
18 Sheatoc 88.12 Moral and Ethi.cal Qualities and
Related Behavior
1.7 TARRTYS 88.137
1.7 dpyihog 88.175
1:7 abBadng 88.206
1:8 8otog 88.24
1:7 TAPOLVOG 88.288
1:8 gyxpating 88.84
1:8 cwdpwy 88.94
1:6 dowtia 88.96
1:8 aMa 89.125 Relations
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Paragraph 2: 1.6-9

Reference |Lexeme Domain# |Domain Name
1:6 # 89.139
1.7 yap 89.23
1:9 év 89.5
1:5,9 va (2x) 89.59
1:5 Xapty 89.6
1:6 el 89.65
1:9 xata 89.8
1:5 xal 89.87
1:5 xata 89.9
1:9 xal 89.92
1:9 xal 89.93
1:5 éyw 92.1 Discourse Referentials
1:6 Tig 92.12
1:5,7,9 |6 (7x) 92.24
1:5 oUTog 92.29
1:5 ab (2x) 92.6
1:5 Kpyty 93.508 Names of Persons and Places
1:9 duvatdg 74.2,74.4 | Able, Capable
Paragraph 3: 1.10-12a
Reference Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name
1:11 oixog 10.8 Kinship Terms
Groups and Classes of Persons
1:10 TEPLTOWY] 11.51 and Members of Such Groups and
Classes
1:10 elpl 13.1 Be, Become, Exist, Happen
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Paragraph 3: 1.10-12a

Reference Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name
1:12 yaotip 23.19 Physiological Processes and States
1:10 dpevamatys |31.13 Hold a View, Believe, Trust
1:11 avatpémw 31.72
1:11 ¢motoullw |33.124 Communication
1:11 diddonw 33.224
1:12 Yebotyng 33.255
1:10 patatordyos [33.378
1:12 elmov 33.69
1:10 avumétaxtos |36.26 Guide, Discipline, Follow
1:12 TpodNTYS 53.79 Religious Activities
1:11 xépdog 57.192 Possess, Transfer, Exchange
1:12 0to¢ 57.4
1:10 TOAS 59.1 Quantity
1:11 Shog 59.29
1:10, 12 éx (2x) 63.2 Whole, Unite, Part, Divide
1:12 ael 67.86 Time
1:11 A 69.3 Affirmation, Negation
1:11 0el (2x) 71.21 Mode
1:10 paota 78.7 Degree
12 e $8.106 Moral and Ethi.cal Qualities and
Related Behavior
1:12 Bnplov 88.119
1:11 aioypds 88.15
1:12 apyds 88.248
1:10 yap 89.23 Relation
1:11 Xaptv 89.6
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Paragraph 3: 1.10-12a

Reference Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name
1:10 xal 89.92
1:10 xal 89.93
1:12 adtés (2x)  |92.11 Discourse Referentials
1:12 Ti¢ 92.12
1:11 SoTig 92.18
1:10 6 (2x) 92.24
1:11 8¢ (2x) 92.27
1:12 Kpre 93.507 Names of Persons and Places
Paragraph 4: 1.12b-16
Reference |Lexeme Domain # | Domain Name
1:14 dvBpwmog 9.1 People
1:16 feds 12.1 Supernatural Beings and Powers
1:13,16  |eipt (2x) 13.1 Be, Become, Exist, Happen
1:16 BoeAuxtds 25.188 Attitudes and Emotions
1:15 oLVEldNTIS 26.13 Psychological Faculties
1:16 oida 28.1 Know
1:14 TPOTEXW 30.35 Think
1:15 volg 30.5
1:13 mloTIg 31.102 Hold a View, Believe, Trust
1:15 &mioTog 31.106
1:14 amoaTpédw 31.62
1:14 ubibog 33.13 Communication
1:16 bporoyéw 33.221
1:13 paptupla 33.264
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Paragraph 4: 1.12b-16
Reference |Lexeme Domain # | Domain Name
1:14 oM 33.33
1:13 ENéyxw 33.417
1:16 apvéopal 34.48 Association
1:16 ametfs 36.24 Guide, Discipline, Follow
1:16 gpyov (2x) 42.42 Perform, Do
1:15 xafapbs (3x) 53.29 Religious Activities
1:15,16  |mds (2x) 59.23 Quantity
1:16 addx1prog 65.13 Value
1:14 un 69.3 Affirmation, Negation
1:13 aAnbns 72.1 True, False
1:13 Oyraivew 72.15
1:14 aanbeia 72.2
116 ryaic £8.1 Moral and Ethi.cal Qualities and
Related Behavior
1:15 waivw (2x) 88.26
1:13 ATOTEUWS 88.74
1:15 xal (2x) 89.102 Relations
1:15,16 |94 (2x) 89.124
1:15 ama 89.125
1:13 aitia 89.15
1:13 év 89.5
1:13 va 89.59
1:16 mpbg 89.7
1:14-16 xai (4x) 89.92
1:13 oid 90.44 Case
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Paragraph 4: 1.12b-16

Reference |Lexeme Domain # | Domain Name
1:13, 15 |adtés (2x) 92.11 Discourse Referential
1:15 o00eig 92.23
1:13-16 6 (8x) 92.24
1:13 8¢ 92.27
1:13 o0TOC 92.29
1:14 "Toudaixnde 93.171 Names of Persons and Places

Paragraph 5: 2.1-5

Reference |Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name

2:3 otvog 6.197 Artifacts

2:2 mpeaUTyg 9.31 People

2:3 mpecfiiTig 9.37

2:5 avip 10.53 Kinship Terms

2:5 Beds 12.1 Supernatural Beings and Powers
2:2,4 elul (2x) 13.1 Be, Become, Exist, Happen
2:2 Umopovy) 25.174 Attitudes and Emotions

2:4 diravdpog 25.37

2:4 brhbrexvog 25.38

2:2 ayamy 25.43

2:2 mioTig 31.102 Hold a View, Believe, Trust
2:4 cwdpovilw 33.229 Communication

2:1 dtdaoxaric 33.236

2:3 xahoddaoxaros |33.249

2:3 dtdfodog 33.397
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Paragraph 5: 2.1-5

Reference |Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name

2:5 Bracdyuiw 334

2:1 AaAéw 33.7

2:5 Adyos 33.98

2:5 UTOTATTW 36.18 Guide, Discipline, Follow

2:3 dovAdw 37.27 Control, Rule

2:3 XQTATTYUAL 41.8 Behavior and Related States

2:5 oixovpyds 46.3 Household Activities

2:3 iepoTpemis 53.6 Religious Activities

2:5 1dtog 57.4 Possess, Transfer, Exchange

2:3 TOAUS 59.11 Quantity

2:3 WoalTWS 64.16 Comparison

2:1 TpETW 66.1 Proper, Improper

2:4 VEOS 67.116 Time

2:3,5 @) (3x) 69.3 Affirmation, Negation

2:1-2 Uyaive (2x) 72.15 True, False

9:5 yatic $8.1 Moral and Ethi.cal Qualities and
Related Behavior

2:5 ayvdg 88.28

2:2 TEUVOS 88.47

2:2 vndaiiog 88.87

2:2,5 cwdpwy (2x) 88.94

2:1 ¢ 89.124 Relations

2:4-5 va (2x) 89.59

2:3 év 89.84
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Paragraph 5: 2.1-5

Reference |Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name

2:1,2,4,5 16 (8x) 92.24 Discourse Referentials

2:1 8¢ 92.27

2:1 ol 92.6

Paragraph 6: 2.6-8

Reference |Lexeme Domain # [ Domain Name

2:6 Tapaxaléw 25.15 Attitudes and Emotions

2:8 EVTPETW 25.196

2:6 cwdpovéw 32.34 Understand

2.7 ddaoxatic 33.224 Communication

2:8 axatayvwotos  |33.415

2:8 Aéyw 33.69

2:8 Adyos 33.98

2:8 éx 39.6 Hostility, Strife

2:8 évavtiog 39.6

2:7 gpyov 42.42 Perform, Do

2:8 Exw 57.1 Possess, Transfer, Exchange

2:7 TUTOG 58.59 Nature, Class, Example

2:7 g 59.23 Quantity

2:6 woadTws 64.16 Comparison

2:6 VEOG 67.116 Time

2:8 Oytig 72.14 True, False

98 duinos 98,116 Moral and Ethical Qualities
and Related Behavior

2:7 xaAdg 88.4
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Paragraph 6: 2.6-8

Reference [Lexeme Domain # [ Domain Name

2:7 adbopla 88.43

2:7 TEUVOTNS 88.46

2:7 év 89.5 Relations

2:8 va 89.59

2:7 mepl 89.6

2:8 mepl 90.24 Case

2:7 TMapéxw 90.91

2:8 gyw 92.1 Discourse Referentials

2:7 geautol 92.1

2:8 undeis 92.23

2:6-8 6 (3x) 92.24

Paragraph 7: 2.9-10

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

2:10 fesc 91 Supernatural Beings and
Powers

2:9 elpl 13.1 Be, Become, Exist, Happen

2:10 owThp 21.31 Danger, Risk, Safe, Save

2:9 edapeaTos 25.94 Attitudes and Emotions

2:10 évdeixvupt 28.51 Know

2:10 mioTiC 31.88 Hold a View, Believe, Trust

2:10 dtdaoxario 33.224 Communication

2:9 AVTIAEYW 33.455

2:9 bmotdoow 36.18 Guide, Discipline, Follow

2:9 dolidog 37.3 Control, Rule
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Paragraph 7: 2.9-10

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

2:9 deomdTNg 57.13 Possess, Transfer, Exchange

2:10 voodilw 57.246

2:9 otog 57.4

2:10 més (2x) 59.23 Quantity

2:9,10 @) (2x) 69.3 Affirmation, Negation

2:9 g 78.44 Degree

2:10 XOOUEW 79.12 Features of Objects

2:10 ryatbic $8.1 Moral and Ethical (?ualities
and Related Behavior

2:10 aMa 89.125 Relations

2:9 év 89.5

2:10 va 89.59

2:10 év 89.8

2:10 gy 92.1 Discourse Referentials

2:10 6 (3x) 92.24

Paragraph 8: 2.11-15

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

2:11 dvBpwmog 9.1 People
Groups and Classes of

2:14 Aade 11.12 Persons and Members of Such
Groups and Classes

211, 13 besc (2x) 121 Supernatural Beings and
Powers

2:11 oWTYPLOg 21.28 Danger, Risk, Safe, Save
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Paragraph 8: 2.11-15

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

2:13 owTHp 21.31

2:11,13 émaivw (2x) |24.21 Sensory Events and States
2:13 paxaptog 25.119 Attitudes and Emotions
2:12 émbupia 25.12

2:15 Tapaxaréw 25.15

2:13 EATlC 25.61

2:14 Iwtis 25.77

2:12 modedw 33.226 Communication

2:15 Eéyxw 33.417

2:15 Aadéw 33.7

2:12 dpvéopal 34.48 Association

2:14 AUTpdw 37.128 Control, Rule

2:15 gmrayy 37.42

2:12 {dw 41.2 Behavior and Related States
2:12 aiwv 41.38

2:12 XOTUINGS 41.39

2:14 gpyov 42.42 Perform, Do

2:12 doéPela 53.1 Religious Activities

2:12 eboef g 53.6

2:14 didwput 57.71 Possess, Transfer, Exchange
2:14 TEPLOVTLOS 57.5

2:14 g 58.28 Nature, Class, Example
2:11 TAS 59.23 Quantity

2:12 év 67.136 Time
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Paragraph 8: 2.11-15

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

2:12 viv 67.38

2:15 TEPIPPOVEW 76.25 Power, Force

2:15 g 78.44

2:13 ueyas 79.19 Features of Objects

2:13 d6¢a 79.18

2:14 xafapilw 79.18

2:13 mpogogyopat  |85.6 Existence in Space

9:14 dvoula £8.139 Moral and Ethical Qualities
and Related Behavior

2:12 Oaing 88.15

2:14 waAd¢ 88.4

2:11 Xapis 88.66

2:12 awdpovws 88.94

2:14 amé 89.122 Relations

2:11 yap 89.23

2:14 va 89.59

2:15 petd 89.79

2:12-15 xai (8x) 89.92

2:12 va 90.22 Case

2:14 Omép 90.36

2:12-14 éyw (4x) 92.1 Discourse Referentials

2:15 undels 92.23

2:11-14 6 (8x) 92.24

2:14 gavtol (2x) 92.25

2:14 & 92.27
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Paragraph 8: 2.11-15

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

2:15 olTog 92.29

2:15 ab 92.6

2:13 "Ingolis 93.169 Names of Persons and Places
2:13 Xptatés 93.387

Paragraph 9: 3.1-3

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

3:2 dvBpwmog 9.1 People

3:1-3 eiul (3x) 13.1 Be, Become, Exist, Happen
3:3 év 13.8

3:3 émbupia 252 Attitudes and Emotions

33 Hdovi) 25.27

3:2 évdebovupt 28.51 Know

3:1 Omoppvpoxw  |29.1 Memory and Recall

3:3 TAQVAW 31.8 Hold a View, Believe, Trust
3:3 avénrog 32.5 Understand

3:2 Bracdnuéw  |33.4 Communication

3:1 metfapyéw 36.12 Guide, Discipline, Follow
3:1 bmotagow 36.18

3:3 ametbg 36.24

3:3 douAedw 37.25 Control, Rule

3:1 ¢fovaia 37.38

3:1 apxn 37.56

3:2 dpayos 39.24 Hostility, Strife

3:3 didyw 413 Behavior and Related States
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Paragraph 9: 3.1-3

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

3:1 gpyov 42.42 Perform, Do

3:3 Towxiog 58.45 Nature, Class, Example
3:1-2 més (3) 59.23 Quantity

3:3 TOTé 67.9 Time

3:1 €ToLYOS 77.2 Ready, Prepared

. b 981 Moral and Ethical Qualities

and Related Behavior

3:3 Bdvog 88.16

3:3 RLTEW 88.198

3:3 xaxio 88.199

3:3 oTUYNTOS 88.204

3:2 mpaliTyg 88.59

3:2 EMIENg 88.63

3:3 yap 89.23 Relations

3:1 mpé 89.7

3:3 xai (3x) 89.92

3:2 mpbg 90.58 Case

3:3 gyw 92.1 Discourse Referentials
3:1 adTég 92.11

3:2 undeis 92.23

3:3 AMAAwY 92.26
Paragraph 10: 3.4-7
Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

3.4 besc 91 Supernatural Beings and

Powers

101
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Paragraph 10: 3.4-7

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name

3:5 mvelipa 12.18

3.7 yivouat 13.48 Be, Become, Exist, Happen

3:5 1) 21.27 Danger, Risk, Safe, Save

34,6 cwThp (2X) 21.31

3.7 & 23,88 Physiological Processes and
States

3:4 émoalvw 2421 Sensory Events and States

3:4 b avbpwmic 25.36 Attitudes and Emotions

3:7 gAmic 25.59

3.7 dxatdw 34.46 Association

3:5 matyyevesia  |41.53 Behavior and Related States

3:5 gpyov 42.42 Perform, Do

3:5 AouTpéy 53.43 Religious Activities

37 XANPOVOLOG 57.139 Possess, Transfer, Exchange

3:5 Gvaxalvwotg 58.72 Nature, Class, Example

3:4 bte 67.3 Time

3:7 alwviog 67.96

3:5 ol 69.3 Affirmation, Negation

3:6 TAOUGIWG 78.15 Degree

35 . 9813 Moral and Ethical Qualities
and Related Behavior

3:5 dytog 88.24

3.7 Xap's 88.66

3:4 XPYOTOTYS 88.67

3:5 g\eog 88.76
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Paragraph 10: 3.4-7

Reference Lexeme Domain # Domain Name
3:4 ¢ 89.124 Relations

3:5 aMd 89.125

3:5 éx 89.25

37 xata 89.4

3.7 va 89.59

3:5 did 89.76

3:5 xata 89.8

3:5 év 89.84

34,5 xal (2x) 89.92

3:6 o 90.4 Case

3:5 TOLEW 90.45

3:6 émi 90.57

3:6 xyéw 90.89

3:4-6 ¢y (5x) 92.1 Discourse Referentials
3:5 a0Té¢ 92.11

3:4-7 6 (7x) 92.24

3:5-6 8¢ (2x) 92.27

3.7 éxelvog 92.3

3:6 "Inaolig 93.169 Names of Persons and Places
3:6 XptoTos 93.387

Paragraph 11: 3.8-11

Reference Lexeme Domain# |Domain Name
3:8, 10 dvBpwmos (2x) 9.1 People

3:9 yeveaoyia 10.26 Kinship Terms




104

Biblical and Ancient Greek Linguistics 12

Paragraph 11: 3.8-11

Reference Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name

3-8 bede 12.1 ls)zfveerrr;atural Beings and
3:8,9,11 einl (3x) 13.1 Be, Become, Exist, Happen
3:9 meptioTywt 13.157

3:8 Bovhopat 25.3 Attitudes and Emotions
3:11 adToXATAXPITOS 30.119 Think

3:8 dpovtilw 30.2

3:8 TIoTEVW 31.85 Hold a View, Believe, Trust
3:8 TIoTOC 31.87

3:11 oidat 32.4 Understand

3:9 pwpds 32.58 Communication

3:10 vouBeaia 33.231

3:8 diefeBarbopar 33.322

3:9 VOUIXOS 33.337

3:9 fhyog 33.44

3:8 Adyog 33.98

3:10 mapaltéopal 34.41 Association

3:8 mpoloTyuUL 35.12 Help, Care For

3:10 alpeTindg 39.17 Hostility, Strife

3:9 épls 39.22

3:9 waxn 39.23

3:8 gpyov 42.42 Perform, Do

3:10 gic 60.1 Number

3:10 0eUTepog 60.49

3:11 ToloUTOg 64.2 Comparison
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Paragraph 11: 3.8-11
Reference Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name
3:9 pataog 65.37 Value
3:8 AdEALLOG 65.4
39 avederns 65.5
3:10 ueta 67.48 Time
311 O 98,965 Moral and Ethical Qualities
and Related Behavior
3:11 auapTAvE 88.289
3:8 xa6s (2X) 88.4
3:9 3¢ 89.124 Relations
3:9 yap 89.23
3:8 va 89.59
3:8-11 xai (8x) 89.92
3:11 omt 90.21 Case
3:8 mepl 90.24
3:8, 11 6 (4x) 92.24 Discourse Referentials
3:8 00Tog (2X) 92.29
3:8 ol 92.6
Paragraph 12: 3.12-14
Reference Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name
3:14 elul 13.1 Be, Become, Exist, Happen
3:12 TEUT 15.66 Linear Movement
3:13 TPOTEUT 15.72
3:12 Epxouat 15.81
3:14 pavlavew 27.15 Learn
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Paragraph 12: 3.12-14

Reference  |Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name

3:12 xplvw 30.75 Think

3:14 gpyov 42.42 Perform, Do

3:13 VORIXGS 56.37 Courts and Legal
Procedures

314 ypela 574 Possess, Transfer,
Exchange

3:13 Aelmw 57.43

3:14 dxapmog 65.34 Value

3:12 mapayeiudlw 67.166 Time

3:12 Srav 67.3

3:13 omovdaiwg 68.65 Aspect

3:14 mpoloTyut 68.67

3:12 omouddlw 63.79

3:14 uA 69.3 Aspect

3:14 avaryxaiog 71.39 Mode

3:12 éxel 83.2 Spacial Positions

3:12 elg 83.47

3:12 mpds (2x) 84.18 Spacial Extensions

314 e 984 Moral and Ethical (?ualities
and Related Behavior

3:12 7 89.139 Relations

3:12 yap 89.23

3:13 va 89.49

3:14 va 89.59

3:13 xal 89.92
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Paragraph 12: 3.12-14

Reference  |Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name

3:14 xal 89.93

3:14 ¢ 89.94

3:14 el¢ 90.23 Case

3:12 éyw 92.1 Discourse Referentials
3:13 adTée 92.11

3:13 undels 92.23

3:13-14 5 (3x) 92.24

3:14 NUETEPOS 92.5

3:12 ab 92.6

313 Zoviic 93.139 Names of Persons and

Places

3:13 AT 93.33

3:12 Tuyxbs 93.369

3:12 Aptepds 93.42

3:12 Nuxdmoig 93.543
Paragraph 13: 3.15
Reference Lexeme Domain# |Domain Name

3:15 dréw 25.33 Attitudes and Emotions
3:15 Xapts 25.89

3:15 TioTIS 31.102 Hold a View, Believe, Trust
3:15 gomdlopat (2x) 332 Communication

3:15 mas (2x) 59.23 Quantity

3:15 peta (2x) 89.108 Relations

3:15 év 89.119
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Paragraph 13: 3.15
Reference Lexeme Domain # |Domain Name
3:15 gy (2x) 92.1 Discourse Referentials
3:15 6 (3x) 92.24
3:15 ab (2x) 92.6
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