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Abstract: This article develops five features that describe the
conceptualizations of the event of communication grammaticalized
by New Testament verbs and uses these features to formulate a model
of the observed New Testament usages of communication. The
discussion resolves all NT occurrences of verbs that designate
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Keywords: Feature, communication, semantic, syntactic, verbal
usage.

1. The Event of Communication

An event is a cognitive schema of an action in which two, three,
or four entities are set in a particular relation to each other.' The
event of communication logically includes three entities: one
who communicates, what is communicated, and the interpreter of
the communication. These descriptions correspond to the
thematic roles, Agent (the entity that actively instigates an action
and/or is the ultimate cause of a change in another entity),
Content (the content of a sensory, cognitive, or emotional event
or activity), and Experiencer (the animate entity that undergoes a
sensory, cognitive, or emotional event or activity).” In this event,

1. See Goddard, Semantic Analysis, 197-98.
2. These and subsequent semantic functions receive description
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the Agent produces the Content of communication, and the
Experiencer interprets that Content.

2. Features of the Conceptualization of the Event of
Communication

The bare concept of communication is qualified in general and
specific ways. General qualifications are described by features
that specify the conceptualization of communication associated
with a number of verbs. Specific qualifications are associated
with the wunique denotation of each verb. Verbs that
grammaticalize a conceptualization of communication with the
same features constitute a verbal usage. The following discussion
develops five usage features that specify various constraints on
the conceptualization of communication: secondary emphasis,
orality, subject affectedness, functionality, and suppression.’

2.1 Feature #1: Secondary Emphasis

In the conceptualization of communication, the Agent
communicates Content to an Experiencer. Non-passivized verbs
of communication grammaticalize this event by placing primary
emphasis on the Agent and raising it as the first (subject)
complement. The selection of the second complement, however,
depends on the relative emphasis that each verb places on the
Content and Experiencer. Among the 121 NT verbs of
communication, 101 place secondary emphasis only on the
Content; fifteen place secondary emphasis only on the
Experiencer; and five present distinct usages with secondary
emphasis on the Content and on the Experiencer. At least among
the last five verbs, usages with secondary emphasis on the
Experiencer have the implication that the Content is interpreted
successfully.* Secondary emphasis on the Content highlights the

according to the thematic roles developed in Saeed, Semantics, 139-71, and
Danove, Linguistics and Exegesis, 31-45.

3. These usage features constitute a development of those introduced in
Danove, “aitéw/aitéopar,” 101-18.

4.  Lehrer, “Verbs of Speaking,” 155.
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production and transmission of the Content (the Agent causes the
message to go to the Experiencer), whereas secondary emphasis
on the Experiencer highlights the reception and interpretation of
the Content (the Agent causes the Experiencer to receive the
message).” When the verbs are passivized, they consistently raise
the entity with secondary emphasis as the verbal subject.

The descriptions of features note secondary emphasis by
arranging the three entities of communication in the order of
decreasing emphasis. In the following examples, AaAéw ‘speak’
places secondary emphasis on the Content (ACE) and owddoxw
‘teach’ places secondary emphasis on the Experiencer (AEC):

ACE GAAnv mopofoinv ELdAncev avtoig (Matt 13:33)
He spoke another parable to them.

AEC KOpte, 6idagov Nudg Tpocevyesbal, kabmg kol Twdvvng
£016a&ev Tovg padntag avtod (Luke 11:1)
Lord, teach us to pray just as John taught his disciples.

In the former example, the secondary emphasis on the
Content indicates that the parable (Content) was successfully
produced and moved to “them.” In the latter example, the
secondary emphasis on Jesus’s disciples (Experiencer) indicates
that they will receive Jesus’s teaching on praying.

The Feature Model notes secondary emphasis at the
beginning of the usage description so that the usages of AaAéw
and d10doxw in the noted occurrences have the following format:

Mréw: ACE
dddokm: AEC

5. Most frequently, discussions of the Content/Experiencer emphasis
employ a movement (cause to go)/possession (cause to have) distinction: cf.
Pinker, Learnability, 48, 63; Speas, Phrase Structure, 87-89; Pesetsky, Zero
Syntax, 135-38; and Hovav and Levin, “Dative Alternation,” 134. However, the
movement (cause to go)/reception (cause to receive) distinction better explains
the implication that the emphasized Experiencer successfully interprets the
Content/message: cf. Goldberg, “Argument Structure,” 46, 49-52. Although
these authors are concerned with “dative alternation” among various classes of
English verbs (X tells Y Z or X tells Z to Y), the movement/reception
constraints on the English verbs appear to parallel exactly those of Greek verbs
of communication.
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2.2 Feature #2: Orality

Some verbs are restricted to conceptualizations of oral
communication in which the Agent produces speech or sound,
and the remaining verbs either are restricted to or tolerate the
conceptualization of other modes of communication. For
example, the conceptualization of Aéyw ‘say’ is restricted to oral
communication; that of deixvuut ‘show’ is restricted to non-oral
(i.e., visual) communication; and that of wuvioxw ‘remind’
accommodates both oral and non-oral modes of communication
(reminding by speaking or writing or showing). This discussion
distinguishes between verbs that are restricted to oral commu-
nication (+or) and all other verbs of communication (—or):

+or Aéyel awtoig 6 Incodg, [Tocovg dptovg Exete; (Matt 15:34)
Jesus says to them, “How many loaves do you have?”

—or dgikvuoly antd ndoog Tag Paciieiog Tod kOGO Kol TV d6&av
avtdv (Matt 4:8)
He shows to him all the kingdoms of the world and their glory.

The Feature Model introduces the +or distinction after the
notation on secondary emphasis.

Aéyo: ACE +or
delkvopt: ACE —or

2.3 Feature #3: Subject Affectedness

Greek verbs designate communication with usages that employ
active, middle, and passive base forms, and a majority of verbs
with active and middle base forms admit to passivization. Greek
active, middle, and passive base forms signal differing
conceptualizations of the affectedness of the first complement
(subject/Agent).® Active base forms of Greek (and English) verbs
typically provide no guidance in determining whether the first
complement is affected. Thus, both 6pdw ‘see” and mdoyw ‘suffer’
use active base forms in Greek (and English), even though the
one who sees need not be affected, while the one who suffers

6. Lyons, Linguistics, 373, discusses the nature of this affectedness; cf.
Allan, Middle Voice, 19-20. Saeed, Semantics, 162—65, considers various
categories of affectedness.
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necessarily is affected. Middle base forms of verbs of
communication indicate that the subject’s affectedness is not
introduced by an entity internal to the event (Content or
Experiencer).” Passive base forms, in contrast, indicate that the
subject’s affectedness is introduced directly by one of the entities
internal to the event (Content or Experiencer). This discussion
defines the subject affectedness signaled by middle base forms as
“external affectedness” because an entity external to the event
introduces the affectedness. The affectedness signaled by passive
base forms is defined as “internal affectedness” because an entity
internal to the event introduces the affectedness.®

An example of active/middle usages of communication with
the same Greek verb appears with aitéw ‘ask’. Since English
verbs do not mark for external affectedness, this and following
translations of verbs with middle usages introduce “with affect”
in brackets after the subject.

Act. Tiva 8¢ €€ Dudv Tov matépa aitioet 6 viog iydov (Luke 11:11)
The son will ask what father among you for a fish?

Mid. fmoaro 10 odpa tod Incod (Matt 27:58)
He [with affect] asked [Pilate] for the body of Jesus.

Semantically, verbs with both active and middle usages of
communication (Cmm.) are three-place because they require
completion by three arguments. Syntactically, they are
ditransitive (ditr.) because the subject is an Agent and all three
arguments must be realized when they do not satisfy the
requirements for permissible omission of verbal complements.’

7.  Further discussion of subject affectedness appears in Danove, Verbs
of Transference, 22-23.

8. Usages characterized by the feature “external affectedness” receive
further consideration in Allan, Middle Voice, 112—-14; Rijksbaron, Syntax and
Semantics, 147-50; Bakker, “Voice, Aspect, and Aktionsart,” 36.

9. Null complements may be either definite, that is, having a definite
semantic content retrievable from the context, or indefinite, that is, having no
definite semantic content retrievable from the context. Definite null
complements receive development in Mittwoch, “Idioms,” 255-59; Matthews,
Syntax, 125-26; Allerton, Valency, 34, 68-70. Indefinite null complements
receive development in Fraser and Ross, “Idioms,” 264—65; Sag and Hankamer,
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Passive base forms signal that the subject/Agent is internally
affected (pass.) because it is co-referential with another entity of
the event, either the Content [C = A] or the Experiencer [E = A].
As a consequence, the Agent acts on itself. When verbs adopt
passive base forms, they consistently omit the co-referential
Content or Experiencer complement. Active/passive usages of
communication appear with davauuvjoxw ‘remind of/remind
oneself of” [= remember])." Since English verbs do not mark for
internal affectedness, this and following translations of verbs
with passive usages introduce the omitted but co-referential
Content or Experiencer complement.

Act. [TwdBeov] d¢g vpdg dvapvnoet Tag 6300¢ Hov Tag vV XpLotd
[Inood] (1 Cor 4:17)
[Timothy], who will remind you of my ways in Christ [Jesus].

Pass. avapupviokeoe 8¢ tag npdtepov Nuépag (Heb 10:32)
But remind yourselves of [= remember] the former days.

Semantically, verbs with both active and passive usages of
communication require completion by three arguments and are
three-place. Syntactically, the English verbs that translate Greek
verbs with passive usages of communication are ditransitive
(ditr.) and lexically realize the omitted Content or Experiencer by
a form of the reflexive pronoun “self.” Since Greek verbs with
passive base forms consistently omit the co-referential Content
or Experiencer, they are syntactically transitive (trans.).

The Feature Model notes active, middle, and passive usages
by introducing after the orality notation consecutively and in
parentheses the event (Cmm.), the affectedness (act., mid., or
pass.), and the syntactic notation (ditr. or trans.). With passive
usages, the Feature Model introduces brackets around the

“Anaphoric Processing,” 325-45.

10. In English, remind is better characterized as requiring completion by
a stimulus (the event or entity that brings about a change in a mental or
psychological state, event, or activity), Content, and Experiencer because the
subject need not be animate, as in “Cold rains remind me of Spring.” In the NT,
however, ppvioko compounds consistently require completion by an animate
first complement that functions as an Agent.



Danove Conceptualization of Communication 13

omitted co-referential entity to note its omission and places after
the secondary emphasis description and in brackets the co-
referential entities, here [E = A]:

artéw: AEC +or (Cmm. act. ditr.)

aitéw: AEC +or (Cmm. mid. ditr.)

avoppviioko: AEC —or (Cmm. act. ditr.)
avapupvioke: A[E]C [E = A] —or (Cmm. pass. trans.)

2.4 Feature #4.: Functionality

Each logical entity of the event of communication is associated
with a specific semantic function (Agent, Content, and
Experiencer). The conceptualization of communication,
however, also accommodates the grammaticalization of
information about the Content and not the Content directly.
When this occurs, the grammaticalized entity functions as a
Topic (the topic or focus of a mental or psychological state,
event, or activity), and the Feature Model interprets this as a
change in functionality of the Content to a Topic (C—T). Such
changes in functionality produce usages of communication that
differ only in this feature, as in the following examples of AaAéw
(speak):

C €NGAeL aToig TOV Adyov (Mark 2:2)
He was speaking to them the word.

CoT amode&hpevog antovg Eldlerl avTolg mepl tiig Pacireiog Tod
0gob (Luke 9:11)
Welcoming them, he was speaking to them about the reign
of God.

The Feature Model introduces notations about changes in
functionality after the secondary emphasis description. If more
than one entity in that description receives special notation, these
notations appear after the secondary emphasis description and in
the same order as the entities within that description:

Aorém: ACE +or (Cmm. act. ditr.)
Aoréw: ACE C—T +or (Cmm. act. ditr.)

2.5 Feature #5: Suppression
Some verbs grammaticalize conceptualizations of communica-
tion by placing a definite semantic referent directly onto the
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Content argument, suppressing the Content complement, and
raising only the Agent and Experiencer as complements. This
discussion marks suppression by placing the suppressed Content
in braces, {C}.

The omission of the Content complement by suppression
differs from the omission of complements whose definite
referent may be retrieved from another entity of the event (pass.).
All but one of the verbs that suppress the Content complement
have cognate nouns and pronouns with the same referent as the
suppressed Content complement: dAnbedw ‘speak the truth’ (cf.
ainbewar), dmoxpivopar ‘speak a response’ (cf. améxpacig),
dnunyopéw ‘speak a public address’ (cf. dnunyopia), égoporoyéw
‘speak a declaration’ (cf. oporoyia), émtaoow ‘speak an order’
(cf. émTayn), émTinaw ‘speak a rebuke’ (cf. émtipnaig, émTipoa),
étepodidaoxaréw ‘teach something different’ (cf. €repog +
didaoxalia), edayyerilw ‘proclaim good news’ (cf. edayyéhiov),
oporoyéw ‘speak a declaration’ (cf. 6poloyia), mpogelyopat ‘say a
prayer’ (cf. mpogeuyy), vmepevtuyyavw ‘speak an intercession’
(cf. &vtuéig), and dwvéw ‘produce a sound’ (cf. dwv). The
remaining verb, amotagoopat ‘say good-bye’, has a specialized
meaning that clarifies the definite referent of the Content.

The NT presents no occurrences of suppression with verbs
that have transitive passive usages of communication or that
otherwise are restricted to grammaticalizing communication with
a change in the functionality of the Content to a Topic. Since the
Content is not realized, suppression produces for verbs transitive
active and middle usages of communication. For some verbs,
this is the only usage of communication. For the remaining
verbs, suppression produces transitive usages with the same
orality, secondary emphasis, and affectedness as their
corresponding ditransitive usage(s), so that the ditransitive and
transitive usages differ only in this feature. This receives
illustration in the following occurrences of edayyeAilw ‘proclaim
[as good news]/proclaim good news’:

C  idov yap evayyerilopon duiv xopav peydinv (Luke 2:10)
For, look, I proclaim to you great joy.

{C} [pe] evayyehicacOor mrwyoig (Luke 4:18)
[me] to proclaim good news to the poor.
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The Feature model notes suppression by placing the
suppressed Content of the event in braces, A{C}E or AE{C},
and specifying in braces after the secondary emphasis
description that the referent of the Content is retrievable directly
from the verb, {C =V}:

evayyerilm: ACE +or (Cmm. mid. ditr.)
gvayyerilm: A{C}E {C =V} +or (Cmm. mid. trans.)

3. Usages ACE +or

This discussion considers the seven observed usages of oral
communication with secondary emphasis on the Content.

3.1 Usage #1: ACE +or (Cmm. act. ditr.)

The forty-nine verbs with Usage #1 grammaticalize oral
communication (+or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
Content (ACE), and no suppression or change in the
functionality of the Content."" As the first example indicates, the
translation of Greek verbs of commanding with usages ACE is
difficult because English verbs of commanding consistently
place secondary emphasis on the Experiencer (AEC). To address

11. Usage #1: ayyého ‘announce’, aitém ‘ask’, dvafodw ‘cry out’,
avayyéhio ‘tell’, avaywooko ‘read’, avaxpdlm ‘cry out’, dvapovém ‘speak
loudly’, dmayyéMo ‘announce’, daneéw ‘speak a warning’, fodw ‘shout’,
yoyyole ‘grumble’, Swyyéhhm ‘proclaim’, Swayoyydle ‘complain’, StAarém
‘discuss’, dlnocapém ‘explain’, dwwtdcom ‘speak detailed orders’, 518GcK®
‘teach’, depunvedo ‘interpret’, ékAodém ‘tell’, €€ayyél@ ‘proclaim’, émivm
‘explain’, émtdocm ‘speak orders’, émTudm ‘speak strict orders’, Empovém
‘shout’, evayyedilw ‘proclaim [as good news]’, kotayyéAlw ‘announce’,
Kknpvocw ‘proclaim’, kpdlw ‘cry out’, kpavydalw ‘cry out’, Aorém ‘speak’,
Ayo ‘say’, opvoe ‘swear’, opoloyém ‘declare’, mapayyéli@ ‘speak orders’,
npokatoyyéAAm ‘announce previously’, mpoknpdocm ‘proclaim previously’,
TpoAéy® ‘say previously’, mpooclaAiém ‘speak’, mpootdocm ‘speak orders’,
npocpwvém ‘call’, mpopntedw ‘prophesy’, ocvintéw ‘discuss’, GVLAAMAE®
‘speak’, cvppovievm ‘speak advice’, cuvidocm ‘speak orders’, pdokw ‘claim’,
onui ‘say’, ppdlm ‘speak’, and pwvéw ‘speak loudly’.
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this, the translation of these Greek verbs uses a paraphrase
combining “speak” (ACE) plus “commands” or “orders.”

70 GAaAov Kol KooV Tvedua, Yo Entdoom cot, £EeAe €€ avtod Kal
unkétt eicéAng eig avtov (Mark 9:25)

“Unspeaking and deaf spirit,” I speak orders to you, “Come out of him and
no longer enter into him!”

ginev avtoic, Mevvijpata &ndvav (Matt 3:7)
He said to them, “Offspring of vipers.”

3.2 Usage #2: ACE +or (Cmm. mid. ditr.,)

The twenty-eight verbs with Usage #2 grammaticalize oral
communication (+or) with an externally affected Agent (mid.),
secondary emphasis on the Content (ACE), and no suppression
or change in the functionality of the Content."” The translations
signal external affectedness by placing “[with affect]” after the
subject.

a0Tog 8¢ 0VdeY amekpivaro avtd (Luke 23:9)
But he [with affect] did not respond anything to him.

poptopopat 8€ T TovTi AvOPOTE TEPLTEUVOUEVE OTL OPENETNG EGTIV
6\ov Tov vopov motijcan (Gal 5:3)

Again I [with affect] testify to every man being circumcised that he is
obliged to do the entire law.

3.3 Usage #3: AC[E] +or (Cmm. pass. trans.)
Only diaeréyopar (discuss with one another) with Usage #3
grammaticalizes oral communication (+or) with an internally

12. Usage #2: oaitéo ‘ask’, ameléw ‘speak warning’, dmokpivopot
‘respond’, amoloyéopar ‘speak in defense’, amopBéyyopon ‘speak’, dtadéyopan
‘discuss’, odwoahoyilopon ‘discuss’, Sapaptopopor ‘declare’, SrocTéEAAOMOL
‘speak strict orders’, dwutdoom ‘speak detailed orders’, duyyéopon ‘describe’,
Stioyvpilopon ‘affirm’, éxdinyéopon ‘declare’, éxtiOnu ‘explain’, évtéAlopon
‘speak commands’, é&nyéopan ‘explain’, é€oporoyém ‘declare’, €mayyéllopan
‘promise’, evayyelilom ‘proclaim [as good news]’, ebyopor ‘pray’, paptdpopon
‘testify’, mpooenayyéAlopon ‘promise previously’, mpoevayyeiilopon ‘proclaim
[as good news] previously’, mpopaptopopar ‘foretell’, mpocedyopor ‘pray’,
novBdvopor ‘ask’, ovAAoyilopor ‘discuss’, and @O&yyopor ‘speak’. This
discussion considers only the occurrences of amoxpivopon with middle base
forms. The occurrences of d&moxpivopon with passive base forms
grammaticalize a different event.



Danove Conceptualization of Communication 17

affected Agent (pass.), secondary emphasis on the Content
(ACE), and no suppression or change in the functionality of the
Content. The translation addresses the internal affectedness by
introducing for the omitted co-referential Experiencer a reflexive
pronoun.” In the following example, the mpds prepositional
phrase is interpreted as a Locative complement that specifies the
locale of the discussion or dispute.

PO AAAAOVG Yap SteréxOnoav €v i 03 Tic peilov (Mark 9:34)
For among themselves on the way they discussed with one another who is
greater.

3.4 Usage #4: A{C}E {C =V} +or (Cmm. act. trans.)

The seven verbs with Usage #4 grammaticalize oral
communication (+or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
Content (ACE), suppression of the Content {C}, and no change
in the functionality of the Content."* The Content is unrealized,
and its semantic referent is supplied directly by the verb {C =
Vi.

®ote grBpOg LUV Yéyova aAnBevmv Duiv; (Gal 4:16)
So have I become your enemy speaking the truth to you?

ToKti) 0& Nuépa 6 Hpddng . . . £dnunydpet Tpog avtovg (Acts 12:21)
On an appointed day Herod . . . was addressing a speech to them.

13. Of the two Greek means of indicating internal affectedness with
Usages ACE +or, the omission of a required complement that is co-referential
to the Agent and the use of passive base forms appears only in Mark 9:34; and
the use of an active (Usage #1) or middle (Usage #2) verb form with a reflexive
or reciprocal pronoun that is co-referential to the Agent appears on twenty-two
occasions (StaAoréw, Luke 6:11; dohoyilopon, Mark 8:16; 11:31; Luke 20:14;
éEoporoyém, Jas 5:16; ebyopar, Jas 5:16; knpvocw, 2 Cor 4:5; Aaréw, Luke
2:15; Acts 26:31; 1 Cor 14:28; Aéyw, Mark 4:41; 10:26; 12:7; Luke 8:25; John
4:33; 7:35; 12:19; 16:17; 19:24; opdéw, Luke 24:14; and cviloyilopon, Luke
4:36; 20:5). This indicates a strong preference for the latter means over the
former means of indicating internal affectedness.

14. Usage #4: dAn0edo ‘speak the truth’, dnunyopéw ‘address a speech’,
énutdoom ‘speak an order’, émtyudo ‘speak a rebuke’, £tepodidockarém ‘teach
something different’, opoloyéw ‘speak a declaration’, and Vmepevtvyydve
‘speak an intercession’.
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3.5 Usage #5: A{C}E {C =V} +or (Cmm. mid. trans.)

The four verbs with Usage #5 grammaticalize oral
communication (+or) with an externally affected Agent (mid.),
secondary emphasis on the Content (ACE), suppression of the
Content {C}, and no change in the functionality of the Content."
The Content is unrealized and its semantic referent is supplied
directly by the verb {C = V}. The translations signal external
affectedness by placing “[with affect]” after the subject and the
suppression by introducing the Content.

amoto&apevog avtolg £EfABov gig Makedoviav (2 Cor 2:13)
[With affect] saying good-bye to them, I went forth into Macedonia.

o givekev Eypioév pe edayyelicocOo nroyoic (Luke 4:18)
Because he anointed me to [with affect] proclaim good news to the poor.

3.6 Usage #6: ACE C—T +or (Cmm. act. ditr)

The nine verbs with Usage #6 grammaticalize oral
communication (+or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
Content (ACE), no suppression of the Content, and a change in
the functionality of the Content to a Topic (C—T).'®

amnyyethav Todvvn ol pabntai avtod mepi tavtov tovtov (Luke 7:18)
[John’s] disciples reported to John about all these things.

€NdAEL TtEpl aTOD TAGY TOIG TPOCIEYOUEVOLS AVTPOGTY Tepovcoin L
(Luke 2:38)
She was speaking about him to all awaiting the redemption of Jerusalem.

3.7 Usage #7: ACE C—T +or (Cmm. mid. ditr,)

The six verbs with Usage #7 grammaticalize oral communication
(+or) with an externally affected Agent (mid.), secondary
emphasis on the Content (ACE), no suppression of the Content,
and a change in the functionality of the Content to a Topic

15. Usage #5: dnotdooopot ‘say good-bye’, é€opoloyém ‘speak praise
to/praise’, evayyelilm ‘proclaim good news’, and mpocevyopon ‘say a prayer
/pray’.

16. Usage #6: amayyéAlo ‘report’, Evtuyxdve ‘appeal’, Aaiéw ‘speak’,
Aéyo ‘say’, Opdéw ‘converse’, opoloyéw ‘declare’, TpokatayyéAio ‘announce
previously’, Tpoontedm ‘prophesy’, and cuvophéw ‘speak together’.
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(C—T)." The translations signal external affectedness by placing
“[with affect]” after the subject.

dmynoavto odToig ol 1dovteg . . . mepi TdV yoipov (Mark 5:16)
The ones seeing [it] [with affect] explained to them . . . about the pigs.

npocehyecbe mepl TV Emnpealoviav vuds (Luke 6:28)
[With affect] pray concerning those mistreating you.

4. Usages AEC +or

This discussion considers the five observed usages of oral
communication with secondary emphasis on the Experiencer.

4.1 Usage #8: AEC +or (Cmm. act. ditr,)

The nine verbs with Usage #8 grammaticalize oral
communication (+or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
Experiencer (AEC), and no suppression or change in the
functionality of the Content."®

€ketvog HUAG d18a&et mavta (John 14:26)
That one will teach you all things.

EKELEVGEV TE TOVG SLUVOALEVOLG KOADUPAY AmopiyavTag TpdTOVG £ TV
yiv é€évar (Acts 27:43)
And he ordered those able to swim, jumping first, to go forth to the land.

4.2 Usage #9: Usage AEC +or (Cmm. mid. ditr.)

The four verbs with Usage #9 grammaticalize oral
communication (+or) with an externally affected Agent (mid.),
secondary emphasis on the Experiencer (AEC), and no
suppression or change in the functionality of the Content."” The

17. Usage #7: daPePardopon ‘speak confidently’, SwaAdéyopon ‘discuss’,
duyéopon ‘explain’, éviéddopor ‘speak commands’, mpocameléopar ‘speak
threats’, and mpocevyopon ‘say a prayer/pray’.

18. Usage #8: aitém ‘ask’, d1ddokm ‘teach’, diepotdm ‘ask’, neptdm
‘ask’, épotam ‘ask’, evayyehilw ‘tell [as good news]’, kamyém ‘teach’, kehedv®
‘order’, and mapakorém ‘beg’.

19. Usage #9: aitéo ‘ask’, é€outéopon ‘ask’, evayyelifm ‘tell [as good
news]’, and mpoattidopon ‘accuse beforehand’.
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translations signal external affectedness by placing “[with
affect]” after the subject.

00t0¢ TpoceAdaV 6 TThdtm Nticato 10 odua tod Tnood (Matt 27:58)
Coming to Pilate, this one [with affect] asked [him] for the body of Jesus.

nponTuacipeda yap Tovdaiovg Te kol "EAANVaG mhvtag ve  auaptioy sivat
(Rom 3:9)

For we [with affect] accused beforehand both Jews and Greeks that they
all are under sin.

4.3 Usage #10: Usage AE{C} +or (Cmm. act. trans.)

Only mapaxaléw ‘speak encouragement / encourage’ with Usage
#10 grammaticalizes oral communication (+or) with no guidance
concerning the affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary
emphasis on the Experiencer (AEC), a suppressed Content {C},
and no change in the functionality of the Content.

0 TOPAKUA@V TOVG TATEWOVS TOPEKALESEV TG O BE0G €V Tf] mapovsig
Titov (2 Cor 7:6)
The God encouraging the humble encouraged us by the arrival of Titus.

4.4 Usage #11: Usage AE{C} +or (Cmm. mid. trans.)

Only edayyerilw ‘tell good news / evangelize’ with Usage #11
grammaticalizes oral communication (+or) with an externally
affected Agent (mid.), secondary emphasis on the Experiencer
(AEC), a suppressed Content {C}, and no change in the
functionality of the Content. The translation addresses external
affectedness by placing “[with affect]” after the subject.

... oopPipadovrec 6t TpookéEkANTOL UG O B0 gvayyericacBat odTovg
(Acts 16:10)

... being convinced that God has summoned us to [with affect] evangelize
them.

4.5 Usage #12: Usage AEC C—T +or (Cmm. act. ditr.)

The six verbs with Usage #12 grammaticalize oral
communication (+or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
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Experiencer (AEC), no suppression of the Content, and a change
in the functionality of the Content to a Topic (C—T).”

70 oo ypiopa S1ddokel v mepi mavtmv (1 John 2:27)
His anointing teaches you about all things.

0 mopoakoA®dV Nudg ént maom T OAyet Hudv . . . (2 Cor 1:4a)
The one encouraging us concerning our every affliction . . .

5. Usages ACE —or

This discussion considers the five observed usages of non-oral
communication with secondary emphasis on the Content.*'

5.1 Usage #13: ACE —or (Cmm. act. ditr.)

The twenty-one verbs with Usage #13 grammaticalize non-oral
communication (—or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
Content (ACE), and no suppression or change in the
functionality of the Content.”> Except for the feature —or, Usage
#13 is identical to Usage #1.

mhvta & firovca mopd Tod TaTpds Lo Eyvapioo VUiV (John 15:15)
All the things, which I heard from my Father, I made known to you.

detéw oot TV vopenv v yovaike tod apviov (Rev 21:9)
I will show to you the bride, the wife of the Lamb.

20. Usage #12: amootopdl® ‘interrogate’, d1ddok® ‘teach’, énepmtdo
‘ask’, épwtam ‘ask’, vovbetém ‘warn’, and mapakoriém ‘beg/encourage’.

21. This discussion of —or usages develops and corrects ideas first
introduced in Danove, “Non-Spoken Communication,” 41-58.

22. Usage #13: avadeikvopu ‘make known’, dmodeikvopt ‘make known’,
amokoAvTTo ‘reveal’, yvopilom ‘make known’, yphom ‘write’, deikvopu ‘show’,
detkvom ‘show’, dnAom ‘make clear’, dtovevw ‘signal’, éupavie ‘reveal/make
known’, évvevw ‘signal’, émdeikvopt ‘show’, émotélhm ‘write’, KOTAVEL®
‘signal’, unvoo ‘make known’, vevw ‘signal’, mpoypdow ‘write previously’,
onuaive ‘indicate’, vmodeikvopt ‘show’, ¢@ovepom ‘make known’, and
xpnuotilo ‘warn’.
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5.2 Usage #14.: ACE —or (Cmm. mid. ditr.)

Only évdeixvupar (make known) with Usage #14 grammaticalizes
non-oral communication (—or) with an externally affected Agent
(mid.), secondary emphasis on the Content (ACE), and no
suppression or change in the functionality of the Content. Except
for the feature —or, Usage #14 is identical to Usage #2. The
translation addresses external affectedness by placing “[with
affect]” after the subject.

... micav Evdetcvopévong Tpabtnta mpdg mavtog avlpodmovg (Tit 3:2)
.. . [community members] showing [with affect] every gentleness to all
human beings.

5.3 Usage #15: A[C]E [C = A] —or (Cmm. pass. trans.)

Three verbs admit to interpretation with Usage #15 as
grammaticalizing non-oral communication (—or) with an
internally affected Agent (pass.), secondary emphasis on the
Content (ACE), and no suppression or change in the
functionality of the Content, which is co-referential with the
Agent [C = A] and never realized as a complement. All occur-
rences of the verbs that admit to interpretation with Usage #15
also admit to interpretation with the passivized form of Usage
#13, which received description above.” The polysemy arises
because the contexts of these occurrences do not permit a
determination of the referent and semantic function of the
unrealized complement, which may receive interpretation either
as the Content that is co-referential to the Agent (Usage #15) or
as an unspecified Agent (Usage #13). Usage #15 has no parallel
among verbs of oral communication.

£V 10 devTEPE Aveyvmpicdn Toone toig adedpoig avtod (Acts 7:13)
#15 On the second [visit], Joseph [Agent] revealed himself [Content] to
his brothers [Experiencer].

#13 On the second [visit], Joseph [Content] was revealed to his brothers
[Experiencer] [by an unspecified Agent].

23. Ambiguous between Usage #15/Passivized Usage #13: avayvopilo
‘make oneself known/be made known’; dmokolvmtm ‘reveal oneself/be
revealed’; and éuavilm ‘reveal oneself/be revealed’.



Danove Conceptualization of Communication 23

giofiAlov gig v ayiav TV kol EvepavicOnoav moAloic (Matt 27:53)
#15 They came into the holy city and they [Agent] revealed themselves
[Content] to many [Experiencer].

#13 They came into the holy city and they [Content] were revealed to
many [Experiencer] [by an unspecified Agent].

The absence of any +or passive usages with the Agent and
Content co-referential is best explained in relation to the
conceptualization of oral communication grammaticalized by
most verbs and the constraint that the Agent and Content be co-
referential. Among the seventy-three verbs with Usages #1 and
#2, only six (duyéopat, é&nyéopar, edayyedilw, xatayyéMw,
xnploow, and ouoloyéw) appear with an animate Content on a
total of twenty-one occasions.” Except for the six noted verbs
and other dyyéMw and edayyeAilw compounds, verbs with Usages
#1 and #2 do not appear with animate Content complements
because they grammaticalize a conceptualization of oral
communication that imposes a proportional relationship on the
action of producing the Content and the Content that is
produced. That is, the conceptualization is that, one quarter or
one half of the way through communicating the Content, one
quarter or one half of the Content has been communicated.” The
interpretation of a proportional production of the Content proves
very convivial for the introduction of Content complements
constituted by verbatim quotations, which may be viewed as a
series of similar incremental units (words) built up over time, but
excludes the introduction of animate Content complements,
because living beings cannot be viewed as a series of similar
incremental units. The resulting restriction of animate Content
complements to six verbs and the lack of appropriate contexts to
introduce the actions of describing (dtyéopar), explaining

24. Animate Content complements with Usages #1 and #2: duyéopon
(Acts 8:33); é&nyéopor (John 1:18); evayyeriCo (Acts 5:42; 8:35; 11:20; Gal
1:16); kotayyéhho (Acts 17:3; Phil 1:17, 18; Col 1:28); knpvccw (Acts 8:5;
9:20; 15:21; 19:13; 1 Cor 1:23; 15:12; 2 Cor 1:19; 4:5; 11:4); oporoyém (1
John 4:3; 2 John 7).

25. This indicates that the Content complements of the sixty-seven verbs
with Usages #1 and #2 have the characteristic “incremental theme” as
developed in Dowty, “Proto-roles,” 574—619.
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(é&nyéopar), proclaiming [as good news] (edayyeAilw),
announcing (xatayyéMw), proclaiming (xnpioow), and declaring
(onoroyéw) oneself explains the absence of a passive usage of
oral communication with the Agent and Content co-referential.

5.4 Usage #16: A{C}E {C =V} —or (Cmm. act. trans.)

Only émoTéMw ‘write a letter’ with Usage #16 grammaticalizes
non-oral communication (—or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
Content (ACE), suppression of the Content {C}, and no change
in the functionality of the Content. The Content is unrealized,
and its semantic referent is supplied directly by the verb (C = V).
Except for the feature —or, Usage #16 is identical to Usage #4.

nepl 6€ TOV mEMOTEVKOTOV E0vAV NUETG EneoTeilapey kpivavteg
PVAacoesbal adTodg T6 T€ £idmAdBLTOV Kal aijlo, Kol TVIKTOV Koi Topveioy
(Acts 21:25)

Deciding, we wrote [a letter] concerning the Gentiles having come to
believe that they keep themselves from what is offered to idols and blood
and the strangled animal and sexual immorality.

5.5 Usage #17: ACE C—T —or (Cmm. act. ditr.)

The two verbs with Usage #17 grammaticalize non-oral
communication (—or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
Content (ACE), no suppression of the Content, and a change in
the functionality of the Content to a Topic (C—T).** Except for
the feature —or, Usage #17 is identical to Usage #6.

mepl 6¢ TG Prraderpiag ov ypeiov Exete ypapew Vuiv (1 Thess 4:9)
You do not have a need [for anyone] to write to you about the love of
brothers and sisters.

... mepi oD yevopévou pov eig Tepocolvpa évepavicay oi dpylepeic kai ot
npecPutepot 1@V Tovdainv aitovpevol kat  avtod katadiknv (Acts 25:15)
[Paul] . . . about whom, when I arrived into Jerusalem, the chief priests
and elders of the Jews informed [me], [with affect] asking [me] for a
sentence against him.

26. Usage #17: ypaoo ‘write’ and éuoavilo ‘reveal’.
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6. Usages AEC —or

This discussion considers the four observed usages of non-oral
communication with secondary emphasis on the Experiencer.

6.1 Usage #18: AEC —or (Cmm. act. ditr.)

The four verbs with Usage #18 grammaticalize non-oral
communication (—or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
Experiencer (AEC), and no suppression or change in the
functionality of the Content.”” Except for the feature —or, Usage
#18 is identical to Usage #8.

6 8¢ TopAKANTOG . . . DOV GEL DUEC TévTa b elmov iy [¢yd] (John
14:26)
But the Advocate . . . will remind you of all the things that I said to you.

KopviMog xatovtapyng - . . Expnpoticdn vVmo dyyélov dyiov
petomépyocBol oe gic TOV oikov oTod Kol dodoat PILATO Tapd God
(Acts 10:22)

Cornelius, a centurion . . . was warned by a holy angel to summon you to
his house and to hear words from you.

6.2 Usage #19: AC[E] [E = A] —or (Cmm. pass. trans.)

Only avaptpuvyoxw ‘remind oneself of” (= remember) with Usage
#19 grammaticalizes non-oral communication (—or) with an
internally affected Agent (pass.), secondary emphasis on the
Experiencer (AEC) that is co-referential with the Agent [E = A]
and consistently omitted [E], and no suppression of or change in
the functionality of the Content. There is no comparable usage of
oral communication. The translation of dvaptpuvnoxw is difficult
because the English “remind” does not license noun phrase
Content complements. As a consequence, Gvautpuvioxw (along
with other wpvjoxw compounds) does not admit freely to
translation by the verb with a reflexive pronoun as do verbs with
the previously considered passive usages. Thus this and
following translations of Greek verbs of remembering use
“remember.”

27. Usage #18: avoppviioke ‘remind’, éravoppvijoke ‘remind again’,
Ymoppvnoke ‘remind’, and ypnpotiCeo ‘warn’.
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T GTAAYY VO 0DTOD TEPLEGOTEPMG €IG DUAG EGTLV AVAUILVIICKOUEVOL THV
TAVTOV DUV DTAKONV, OG LETO POBov Kal Tpdpov £5é&acbe avtdv (2 Cor
7:15)

His affections are even more for you when he remembers the obedience of
all of you, how with fear and trembling you received him.

6.3 Usage #20: AEC C—T —or (Cmm. act. ditr.)

The three verbs with Usage #20 grammaticalize non-oral
communication (—or) with no guidance concerning the
affectedness of the Agent (act.), secondary emphasis on the
Experiencer (AEC), no suppression of the Content, and a change
in the functionality of the Content to a Topic (C—T).”® Except
for the feature —or, Usage #20 is identical to Usage #12. In the
first example, xapdia ‘heart’ is able to function as an animate
Experiencer because it specifies a human being viewed from the
perspective of the ability to reason.”

&1 T1¢ Sokel Opnordg elvan N YaAvaywy@dv YADGGoV odTod AN GraTdv
kapdiav avtod, todTov patatog 1 Bpnokeia (Jas 1:26)

If someone thinks that one is religious, not bridling one’s tongue but
deceiving one’s heart [about one’s actions], this one’s religion is empty.

miotel xpnpotiobeig Nde nepl tdv undénm Prenopévav, edlopndelg
Koteokevaoey KIBmTov €ig cotnpiov tod oikov avtod (Heb 11:7)
By faith Noah, being warned about things not yet seen [and] acting
reverently, built an ark for the salvation of his household.

6.4 Usage #21: A[E]C [E = A] C—T—or (Cmm. pass. trans.)
Only dmoptpuvyoxw ‘remind oneself of” (= remember) with Usage
#21 grammaticalizes non-oral communication (—or) with an
internally affected Agent (pass.), secondary emphasis on the
Experiencer (AEC) that is co-referential to the Agent [E = A] and
never realized as a complement [E], no suppression of the
Content, and a change in the functionality of the Content to a
Topic (C—T). There is no comparable usage of oral
communication.

28. Usage #20: dmotdo ‘deceive’, vmoppuvioke ‘remind’, and
xpnuotilo ‘warn’.

29. Further discussion of the animate use of particular parts of the body
to describe the human being from specific perspectives appears in Danove,
“didou,” 27.
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VmepvnoOn 6 TIétpog 1ol pripotoc Tod kupiov ¢ inev odTd ST Tpiv
aréktopa emvijcor orjpepov anapvion pe tpig (Luke 22:61)

Peter remembered the word of the Lord, how he said to him, “Before the
cock crows today, you will deny me three times.”

7. The Feature Model

The Feature Model identifies one usage as the “basic” usage with
a particular configuration of features and describes all other
usages by their deviations from that basic configuration. This
discussion chooses as the basic usage the one grammaticalized
most frequently by verbs. Among verbs of communication, the
basic usage is Usage #1, which accommodates an absolute
majority of NT occurrences of verbs that grammaticalize
communication.

The Feature Model places the five usage features in a row
with the following abbreviations: Oral (orality), Emph
(secondary emphasis), Supp (suppression), Funct (functionality),
and Aff (affectedness). Beneath each feature and in bold type
appears a description of the manner in which it is realized with
Usage #1. This becomes the default description in relation to
which all other usages of communication are described. Beneath
this row appear the descriptions of the features of all other
observed usages of communication, with the numerical
designation for that usage on the far right after an equal sign. The
presence of a dash marks no divergence from the default
description, with divergences indicated by an abbreviated
statement of the divergence.

Oral Emph Supp Funct Aff = Usage
+or ACE C C=C act = #1
- - - - mid = #2
- - - - pass = #3
- - {C} - - = #4
- - {C} - mid = #5
- - - C—>T - = #6
- - - C—T mid = #7
- AEC - - _ = #8
- AEC - - mid = #9
- AEC {C} - - = #10

- AEC  {C} - mid = #11
- C—>T - = #12
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—or - - - - = #13
—or - - mid = #14
—or B - - pass = #15
—or - {C} - - = #16
—or _ - C-»T - = #17
—or AEC - - - = #18
—or AEC - - pass. = #19
—or AEC - C-»T - = #20
—or AEC - C-T pass = #21

8. Conclusion

This article has described five features of the conceptualization
of communication and analyzed twenty-one observed New
Testament usages in accordance with these features. The
discussions of usages has also considered the interpretation and
translation of verbs with each usage and clarified elements of the
conceptualization of communication.
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