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DEFINITION 
The vocative is the case used for addressing someone or, on occasion, for

uttering exclamations. It technically has no syntactical relation to the main clause.
In this respect it is much like the nominative absolute.
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1 See ExSyn 65–71. The vocative in exclamations (70) is a rare and disputed category; the
average intermediate Greek student can ignore it.

2 The breakdown of vocatives is as follows: 292 nouns, 0 pronouns, 0 articles, 1 participle
(Acts 23:3), 24 adjectives.
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ExSyn 67–71

As in English, the connotations of direct address vary on the circumstances,
ranging from delight to astonishment to anger. Although the context plays a
major role in determining the force of the vocative, the absence or presence of w\
is also significant (see below).

SPECIFIC USES 
There are two basic uses of the vocative: direct address and apposition. The

second category, as in all simple appositions, is not really a separate syntactical
category (for the case merely “piggy-backs” on the substantive to which it is in
apposition). The first category, direct address, is by far the most frequent use.

There are two main keys to remembering the use and significance of the
vocative. (1) Without w\ preceding it (except in Acts), the vocative is simple address.
(2) With w\ preceding it (except in Acts), the vocative is emphatic address or voca-
tive of exclamation.

Vocative as Direct Address ExSyn 67–70

A substantive in the vocative is used in direct address to designate the
addressee. Except for two texts in the NT, the addressee is always personal. This
category may be divided into two main subgroups. The first category is used fre-
quently; the second, only nine times.

1. Simple Address ExSyn 67–68

a. Definition. This is the use of the vocative without w\ preceding it. For the
most part, no special significance is to be attached to the use of the vocative in
such instances. (In many instances, however, there will obviously be great emotion
in the utterance. In such cases, the context will be determinative.)

b. Illustrations
Matt 9:22 oJ ∆Ihsouçß . . . ei\pen, Qavrsei, qquuvvggaatteerr… hJ pivstiß sou sevswkevn

se.
Jesus said, “Take heart, daughter! Your faith has saved you.”

Heb 1:10 Su© kat∆ ajrcavß, kkuuvvrriiee, th©n ghçn ejqemelivwsaß
You, Lord, established the earth in the beginning

2. Emphatic (or Emotional) Address ExSyn 68–69

a. Definition. This is the use of the vocative with w\ preceding it. Here the
presence of the particle w\ is used in contexts where deep emotion is to be found.

b. Illustrations
Matt 15:28 oJ ∆Ihsouçß ei\pen aujthç/, ««WW gguuvvnnaaii, megavlh sou hJ pivstiß

Jesus said to her, ‘O woman, great is your faith!’

The Vocative Case 39
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Jas 2:20 qevleiß de© gnwçnai, ww\\ aa[[nnqqrrwwppee kkeenneevv,, o{ti hJ pivstiß cwri©ß twçn
e[rgwn ajrghv ejstin;
Do you want to learn, O empty man, that faith without works
is worthless?

3. The Exceptional Usage in Acts ExSyn 69

Classical Greek was different from Hellenistic Greek in the use of the voca-
tive in two ways: (1) the vocative with w\ was unmarked—that is, it was the nor-
mal usage, employed in polite or simple address; (2) the vocative, whether with
or without w\, was usually located deep in the sentence rather than at the front.
Hellenistic usage has reversed especially the first trend, but also, to some degree,
the second. Thus, generally speaking, w\ with the vocative, is marked or used for
emphasis, emotion, etc., and the vocative is usually near the front of the sentence.
The usage in Acts is more like the classical norm than typical Koine. One cannot
say, however, that this is due to Luke’s more literary Koine, precisely because the
idiom occurs only in Acts, not in Luke. For w\ in the middle of a sentence without
emphasis, see Acts 1:1; 18:14; 27:21; for w\ at the beginning of a sentence, where
it is emphatic, see Acts 13:10.

Vocative in Apposition ExSyn 70–71

4. Apposition ExSyn 70–71

a. Definition. The substantive in the vocative case can stand in apposition to
another vocative. In such instances the first vocative will most likely be a direct
address. The presence of an appositional vocative almost always indicates that the
whole vocative construction is emphatic/emotional address rather than simple
address.

b. Illustrations
Acts 1:24 Su© kuvrie, kkaarrddiiooggnnwwççssttaa pavntwn, ajnavdeixon o}n ejxelevxw ejk

touvtwn twçn duvo e{na
You, Lord, Knower of the hearts of all men, show us which of
these two you have chosen

Rev 22:20 Naiv, e[rcomai tacuv. ∆Amhvn, e[rcou, kuvrie ∆∆IIhhssoouuçç.
Yes, come quickly. Amen, come Lord Jesus!

The Basics of New Testament Syntax40
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The Genitive Case1
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1 See ExSyn 72–136. The following genitives are rare categories that the average inter-
mediate Greek student can ignore: genitive of destination (100–101), genitive of produc-
tion/producer (104–6), genitive of product (106–7), genitive of price (122), genitive of
place/space (124–25), and genitive after certain nouns (135).
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ExSyn 73–77INTRODUCTION 
Preliminary Remarks

1. Relation to the English Preposition “Of”

The genitive case is one of the most crucial elements of Greek syntax to mas-
ter. Fortunately, for English speakers, many of the uses of the Greek genitive are
similar to our preposition “of.” This not only makes learning the genitive easier,
but it also makes it easier to explain to a lay audience the meaning of a passage
that might hinge, in part, on the use of a genitive. For example, in Rom 8:35,
when Paul wrote, “What shall separate us from the love of Christ?” it is clear in
both English and Greek that he meant “the love Christ has for us” rather than
“the love we have for Christ.”

At the same time, we should be cautioned that the Greek genitive has some
different uses from the English “of” (e.g., comparison, purpose, etc.). Explaining
such to a lay audience needs to be handled carefully, especially when your inter-
pretation differs from the “of” translation the audience is using. Further, only
with diligence and a desire to look at the text from the Greek viewpoint will you
be able to see for yourself such interpretive possibilities.

The Basics of New Testament Syntax42

2 The genitive breakdown is as follows: 7681 nouns, 4986 pronouns, 5028 articles, 743
participles, 1195 adjectives.

Chart 6
Frequency of Cases in the New Testament2
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2. Semantics and Exegetical Significance of the Genitive Case

Learning the genitive uses well pays big dividends. It has a great deal of
exegetical significance, far more so than any of the other cases, because it is capa-
ble of a wide variety of interpretations. This, in turn, is due to three things: elas-
ticity in its uses, embedded kernels, and antithetical possibilities.

a. Elasticity. The genitive is more elastic than any other case, able to stretch
over much of the syntactical terrain. In part this is due to this one form encom-
passing what are frequently two case-forms in other Indo-European languages
(viz., genitive and ablative—the “of” and “from” ideas).

b. Embedded kernels. Language, by its nature, is compressed, cryptic, sym-
bolic. One of the areas of great ambiguity in language involves the genitive case.
Genitives are routinely used in compressed situations that need to be unpacked.
The genitive is typically related to another substantive. But what that relation
involves can be quite varied. “The revelation of Jesus Christ,” “the love of God,”
“children of wrath,” “mystery of godliness” are all capable of more than one inter-
pretation precisely because “of” covers a multitude of semantic relationships. In
essence, the Noun-Noungen.3 construction is used to compress a number of dif-
ferent sentence types (such as subject-predicate nominative, transitive verb-direct
object, subject-transitive verb, etc.). A large part of our task in this chapter is to
unpack the N-Ng construction.

c. Antithetical possibilities. Unlike the nominative and vocative cases (whose
structural clues are generally sufficient to show which usage is involved), the gen-
itive case typically requires a nuanced examination of context, lexical meanings of
the words involved (i.e., in the N-Ng construction), and other grammatical fea-
tures (such as articularity or number). Furthermore, in certain constructions (such
as those that involve a “verbal” noun) the meaning possibilities can be somewhat
antithetical. Thus, “revelation of Christ” can be unpacked to mean “the revela-
tion about Christ” or “the revelation from Christ.” Because of such widely diver-
gent nuances, the genitive case requires careful examination.

Definition of the Genitive Case: The Unaffected Meaning4

1. A Note About Oblique Cases in General

The genitive is distinct from the accusative. The difference between these
two is generally twofold: (a) The “genitive limits as to kind, while the accusative
limits as to extent.”5 Another way to put this is that the genitive limits as to quality

The Genitive Case 43

3 Traditionally called nomen regens-nomen rectum or head noun-gen. noun. We will use
compressed and symbolic terminology: from here on called N-Ng.

4 That is, unaffected by context, genre, lexical intrusions, etc. This is the meaning the gen.
would have if it were seen in isolation.

5 Dana-Mantey, 73.
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ExSyn 77–136

while the accusative limits as to quantity. (b) The genitive is usually related to a
noun while the accusative is usually related to a verb.

The genitive is distinct from the dative. While the force of the genitive is
generally adjectival, the force of the dative is basically adverbial. There is some
overlap between the uses of these cases, but these distinctions should help you to
see more clearly the significance of each case. Also, the genitive is usually related
to a noun, while the dative (as the acc.) is usually related to a verb.

2. Within the Eight-Case System

In the eight-case system, the genitive defines, describes, qualifies, restricts,
limits. In this respect it is similar to an adjective, but is more emphatic. One
should note that several grammars and commentaries assume the eight-case sys-
tem; when they speak of the genitive, this is all they mean (i.e., the ablatival notion
of separation is not included). But for those that embrace the five-case system, a
more encompassing definition is needed.

3. Within the Five-Case System

Since the genitive and ablative have the same form, we shall consider them
both as one case (“case” being defined as a matter of form rather than function).
In some respects, the definition of the genitive case in the five-case system sim-
ply combines genitive and ablative from the eight-case system. The ablative notion
is fundamentally that of separation. This is the from idea.

Another way to view the genitive case is to see all uses, both adjectival and
ablatival, generating from one idea. Whether such a root idea was that of posses-
sion, or restriction, or some other notion, is of greater interest to the philologist
(and the field of diachronics) than the exegete. In Hellenistic Greek, the of idea
and the from idea are usually distinct—so much so that the ablatival concept is
increasingly expressed with ajpov or ejk rather than with the “naked” genitive form.
(In the least, this suggests a growing uneasiness on the part of Koine speakers to
use the gen. case to express the idea of separation.6)

Therefore, under the five-case system, the genitive case may be defined as the
case of qualification (or limitation as to kind) and (occasionally) separation.

SPECIFIC USES 
Our approach to the genitive is to break its uses down into a few major cate-

gories with many subgroups under each of these. This approach (followed by
many grammarians) is helpful in showing the similarities that different types of
genitives have toward one another.

The Basics of New Testament Syntax44

6 Some grammars mix the naked case uses with those of preposition + case (e.g., Brooks-
Winbery, 7–64).
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N.B. The layout in this chapter may seem a bit industrious. The immediate
reaction of looking at the following categories might be to rush through the
material before the categories, like rabbits, multiply any further! What appears
at first glance to be microscopic hair-splitting is governed by the principles of
semantic reality and exegetical significance. That is, in light of the great diversity of
established uses of the genitive, as well as of the often profound exegetical sig-
nificance that this case can play in given texts, an acquaintance with these cate-
gories is justified.

Adjectival ExSyn 78–107

This broad category really touches the heart of the genitive. If the genitive is
primarily descriptive, then it is largely similar to the adjective in functions. How-
ever, although the genitive is primarily adjectival in force, it is more emphatic
than a simple adjective would be.

✝1. Descriptive Genitive (“Aporetic” Genitive7)
[characterized by, described by] ExSyn 79–81

a. Definition and amplification. The genitive substantive describes the head
noun in a loose manner. The nature of the collocation of the two nouns in this
construction is usually ambiguous.

The descriptive genitive is the “catch-all” genitive, the “drip pan” genitive,
the “black hole” of genitive categories that tries to suck many a genitive into its
grasp! In some respects, all adjectival genitives are descriptive, yet no adjectival geni-
tive is descriptive. That is to say, although all adjectival genitives are, by their
nature, descriptive, few, if any, belong only to this specific category of usage. This
use truly embodies the root idea of the (adjectival) genitive. It is often the usage
of the genitive when it has not been affected by other linguistic considerations—
that is, when there are no contextual, lexemic, or other grammatical features that
suggest a more specific nuance.

Frequently, however, it is close to the attributive genitive, being either other
than or broader than the attributive use. (See chart 7 below.) Hence, this use of the
genitive should be a last resort. If one cannot find a narrower category to which a
genitive belongs, this is where he or she should look for solace.

b. Key to identification. For the word of insert the paraphrase characterized by
or described by. If this fits, and if none of the other uses of the genitive fits, then the
genitive is probably a genitive of description.8

The Genitive Case 45

7 That is, the “I am at a loss” gen. (from the Greek word, ajporevw, “I am at a loss,” a
tongue-in-cheek title suggested to me by my colleague, J. Will Johnston).

8 Commentators are often fond of merely labeling a gen. as “descriptive” without giving
any more precision to the nuance involved. We suggest that an attempt at least ought to be
made to see if a given gen. plugs into another category.
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c. Illustrations
John 2:16 mh© poieiçte to©n oi\kon touç patrovß mou oi\kon eejjmmppoorriivvoouu

Do not make my Father’s house into a house of merchandise
The idea is “a house in which merchandise is sold.”

2 Cor 6:2 ejn hJmevra/ sswwtthhrriivvaaßß
in [the] day of salvation

This cannot be an attributive gen., for then the idea would be
“a saved day”! A day that is “characterized by” salvation is
acceptably clear.

Rev 9:1 ejdovqh aujtwç/ hJ klei©ß ttoouuçç ffrreevvaattooßß thçß ajbuvssou
the key to the shaft of the abyss was given to him

This is not a possessive gen., even though our idiom “belongs
to” fits (for the shaft does not possess the key). The idea is “the
key that opens the shaft of the abyss.”

➡2. Possessive Genitive [belonging to, possessed by] ExSyn 81–83

a. Definition. The substantive in the genitive possesses the thing to which it
stands related. That is, in some sense the head noun is owned by the genitive
noun. Such ownership at times can be broadly defined and need not imply the lit-
eral (and sometimes harsh) idea of possession of physical property. This usage is
common.

The Basics of New Testament Syntax46
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b. Key to identification and amplification. Instead of the word of replace it
with belonging to or possessed by. If this paraphrase fits, then the genitive is proba-
bly a genitive of possession.

Although this category can be broadly defined, it really ought to be used only
when a genitive cannot fit more neatly under some other category (it will still be
of common occurrence). A genitive should not be labeled possessive unless this
is the narrowest sense it can have. If it is related to a verbal noun, then it is prob-
ably objective or subjective.9 Further, possessive pronouns will be the primary
words used for the genitive of possession. In fact, when you see a possessive pro-
noun you can usually assume that its primary nuance is that of possession.

c. Illustrations10

Matt 26:51 aauujjttoouuçç to© wjtivon his ear

John 20:28 Qwmaçß ei\pen aujtwç/, oJ kuvriovß mmoouu kai© oJ qeovß mmoouu
Thomas said to him, “My Lord and my God”

The idea of possession in such expressions is not to be pressed
in the sense that the Lord is owned fully by Thomas. But in a
broad sense, the Lord belongs to Thomas—now, on this occa-
sion, in a way not true before.

3. Genitive of Relationship ExSyn 83–84

a. Definition and key to identification. The substantive in the genitive indi-
cates a familial relationship, typically the progenitor of the person named by the
head noun. This category is not very common.

This is a subset of the possessive genitive (see chart 7 above for a visual rep-
resentation). The key to determining whether or not a possessive genitive is a
genitive of relationship is (1) whether the noun to which the genitive is related is
a family relation noun (e.g., son, mother, etc.) or (2) whether the noun to which
the genitive is related is understood (i.e., must be supplied from the context) and
what one supplies is a family relation noun, then the possessive genitive is a gen-
itive of relationship. As well, the genitive noun is routinely a proper name.

Often, especially in the Gospels, the noun related to the genitive is to be sup-
plied. If so, the genitive alone usually suggests the idea of “who comes from” or

The Genitive Case 47

9 My colleague, Dr. John Grassmick, has suggested the following scheme: The subjective
gen., possessive gen., and the gen. of source are closely related. Other things being equal, and
if the context allows, possession takes precedent over source, and the subjective gen. takes prece-
dent over possession when a verbal noun is involved.

10 Several grammars suggest that references such as “children of God” (John 1:12), “apos-
tle of Christ Jesus” (2 Cor 1:1); “their brothers” (Heb 7:5), and “prisoner of Christ Jesus” (Eph
3:1) embody possessive genitives. All of these are indeed genitives of possession, but their
nuances also go beyond mere possession. E.g., “children of God” is a gen. of relationship; “apos-
tle of Christ Jesus” is also subjective gen. (indicating that Christ Jesus sent out Paul). Hence,
although in a broad sense the gen. of possession is common, in a narrow sense the instances
are more restricted.
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“who is a descendant of.” Thus, when the noun to which the genitive is related is not
named, it can usually be assumed that the genitive alone speaks of the ancestor.

b. Illustrations
John 21:15 Sivmwn ∆IIwwaavvnnnnoouu Simon, [son] of John
Luke 24:10 Mariva hJ ∆IIaakkwwvvbboouu Mary, the [mother] of James11

➡4. Partitive Genitive (“Wholative”) [which is a part of]12 ExSyn 84–86

a. Definition and explanation. The substantive in the genitive denotes the
whole of which the head noun is a part. This usage is relatively common in the NT.
Instead of the word of substitute which is a part of.

The semantics of this usage require a twofold explanation. First, this is a phe-
nomenological use of the genitive that requires the head noun to have a lexical
nuance indicating portion. For example, “some of the Pharisees,” “one of you,” “a
tenth of the city,” “the branch of the tree.” Second, the partitive genitive is seman-
tically the opposite of the genitive of apposition. While the partitive designates the
whole of which the head noun is a part, the genitive of apposition designates a
particular within the class described by the head noun. The important thing to
keep in mind here is that, though semantically opposite, they can be structurally
identical.

b. Illustrations
Luke 19:8 ta© hJmivsiav mou ttwwççnn uuJJppaarrccoovvnnttwwnn half of my possessions
Rom 15:26 tou©ß ptwcou©ß ttwwççnn aaJJggiivvwwnn the poor of the saints

➡5. Attributive Genitive 
(Hebrew Genitive, Genitive of Quality) ExSyn 86–88

a. Definition. The genitive substantive specifies an attribute or innate quality
of the head substantive. It is similar to a simple adjective in its semantic force,
though more emphatic. The category is common in the NT, largely because of
the Semitic mind-set of most of its authors.

b. Key to identification. If the noun in the genitive can be converted into an
attributive adjective modifying the noun to which the genitive stands related, then
the genitive is likely an attributive genitive.

Semantically, there are three important points to know about attributive gen-
itives: (1) This genitive is more emphatic than an adjective would have been.

The Basics of New Testament Syntax48

11 Occasionally, the genitive speaks of descendant rather than ancestor, as here. Cf. also
Mark 16:1.

12 The term “partitive” is confusing, for it suggests that the gen. itself will designate the
part of which the head noun is the whole. Hence, it has been suggested that “wholative” is a
better designation.
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Thus, although the denotation is the same, the connotation is not. “Body of sin”
has a stronger force than “sinful body.” (2) The genitive of material is technically
a subset of the attributive genitive, but it involves other nuances as well. If a gen-
itive could be classified as either attributive or material, it should classified as the
latter. (3) Certain words are frequently found in this construction, such as swçma
as a head noun or dovxhß as the genitive term.

c. Illustrations
Rom 6:6 to© swçma tthhççßß aaJJmmaarrttiivvaaßß

body of sin (= “sinful body”)

Rom 8:21 th©n ejleuqerivan tthhççßß ddoovvxxhhßß twçn tevknwn touç qeouç
the freedom of the glory of the children of God (= “the glori-
ous freedom of the children of God”)

Normally in gen. chains (a.k.a. concatenative genitives) each
successive gen. modifies the one that precedes it, but there are
many exceptions, especially with dovxhß.

Jas 2:4 ejgevnesqe kritai© ddiiaallooggiissmmwwççnn ponhrwçn
you have become judges with evil motives

The idea here is not “you have become judges of evil motives”
(which would be an objective gen.). But the translation “evil-
motived judges” is cumbersome. This illustrates the fact that
one should think about the sense of the passage more than
merely do a translational gloss.

6. The Attributed Genitive ExSyn 89–91

a. Definition. This is just the opposite, semantically, of the attributive geni-
tive. The head noun, rather than the genitive, is functioning (in sense) as an
attributive adjective. Although rarer than the attributive genitive, this is not alto-
gether uncommon.

b. Key to identification. If it is possible to convert the noun to which the gen-
itive stands related into a mere adjective, then the genitive is a good candidate for
this category. One simple way to do this conversion is to omit the of in transla-
tion between the head noun and genitive and change the head noun into its cor-
responding adjective. Thus “newness of life” becomes “new life.”
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Chart 8
The Semantics of the Attributive Genitive

body
of sin

body
sinful=
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c. Illustrations
Phil 1:22 touçtov moi karpo©ß ee[[rrggoouu

this [will mean] [the] fruit of labor to me
Here “the fruit of labor” = “fruitful labor.” An attributive gen.
would mean “laboring fruit”!

1 Pet 1:7 to© dokivmion uJmwçn tthhççßß ppiivvsstteewwßß polutimovteron crusivou
the genuineness of your faith that is much more precious than
gold

The idea is that their genuine faith is more precious than gold.

7. Genitive of Material [made out of, consisting of] ExSyn 91–92

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive specifies the
material out of which the head noun is made. This usage is rare in the NT (the
notion of material is somewhat more frequently stated with ejk + gen.).

Replace the word of with the paraphrase made out of or consisting of. If this par-
aphrase fits, the genitive is probably a genitive of material.

b. Illustrations
Mark 2:21 ejpivblhma rrJJaavvkkoouußß aJgnavfou

a patch [made out] of unshrunk cloth
Rev 18:12 govmon ccrruussoouuç kai© aajjrrgguuvvrroouu kai© lliivvqqoouu timivou

cargo of gold and silver and precious stone (= cargo consisting
of gold and silver and precious stone)

8. Genitive of Content [full of, containing] ExSyn 92–94

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive specifies the
contents of the word to which it is related. This word may be either a noun, adjec-
tive or verb. This is fairly common in the NT.
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body
sinful
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new
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Attributive Genitive Attributed Genitive

Chart 9
A Semantic Diagram of the Attributive Genitive and Attributed Genitive
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If the word to which this genitive is related is a noun, replace the word of with
the paraphrase full of or containing. If the word is a verb, the typical translational
force of the genitive is with. (This key is not as helpful as the others, for there are
many exceptions. For this category, the real key is to notice the lexical nuance of
the word to which the gen. is related.)

Two other points to note: (1) There are two kinds of genitive of content: one
related to a noun or adjective (nominal gen. of content), the other to a verb (ver-
bal gen. of content).13 A genitive of content is a lexico-syntactic category in that
the verb or head noun will be a term indicating quantity14 (e.g., for verbs: gevmw,
pivmplhmi, plhrovw; for nouns/adjectives: baqovß, mevstoß, plhvrhß, plhvrwma,
plouçtoß, etc.). (2) The nominal genitive of content is distinct from the genitive
of material in that content indicates the item contained while material indicates
the material made out of. The figure below illustrates this difference.

Figure 10
Genitive of Content Vs. Genitive of Material

The important thing to remember for the verbal use is that in Greek the gen-
itive, rather than the dative, is the case used to indicate the content of a verb. Thus
although the dative can frequently be translated “with,” when a verb of filling is
used, it is vital to examine the Greek text to see whether a genitive or dative sub-
stantive follows. If it is genitive, the translation “with” is appropriate; if a dative,
some other translation (such as “by, in, because of”) better reflects the Greek
idiom—because the dative case does not indicate the content of the verb.

b. Illustrations
(1) NOMINAL GENITIVE OF CONTENT

John 21:8 to© divktuon ttwwççnn iijjccqquuvvwwnn the net [full] of fish
Col 2:3 pavnteß oiJ qhsauroi© tthhççßß ssooffiivvaaßß kai© ggnnwwvvsseewwßß

all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge
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13 Most grammars treat the verbal type under gen. direct object (with verbs of filling).
Though that is an equally valid location, to list it only there would not be as helpful (since it is
an important category in its own right, exegetically as well as syntactically).

14 For the nominal usage, “the word to which the genitive is related implies a quantity or
amount of the thing in the genitive, rather than being a container which is actually containing
something” (Williams, Grammar Notes, 6).

Bucket of Iron Bucket of Balls

Material Content
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(2) VERBAL GENITIVE OF CONTENT

John 6:13 ejgevmisan dwvdeka kofivnouß kkllaassmmaavvttwwnn
they filled twelve baskets with fragments

Acts 2:4 ejplhvsqhsan pavnteß ppnneeuuvvmmaattooßß aJgivou, kai© h[rxanto laleiçn
eJtevraiß glwvssaiß
all were filled with the Holy Spirit and they began to speak in
other tongues

➡9. Genitive in Simple Apposition ExSyn 94

See the following section for a discussion of this genitive use and the genitive
of apposition. These two need to be distinguished carefully. (It should be noted
that the gen. in simple apposition is a legitimate category, but because of confu-
sion over its semantics we are treating it in the next section.) Simple apposition
requires that both nouns be in the same case (whether nom., gen., dat., acc., voc.),
while the genitive of apposition requires only the second noun to be in the geni-
tive case. If the syntax of the sentence requires the head noun to be in the geni-
tive, a possibility of confusion between these two appositional uses results.

➡10. Genitive of Apposition (Epexegetical Genitive, 
Genitive of Definition) ExSyn 95–100

This use of the genitive is common, though largely misunderstood. It is
sometimes lumped in together with the genitive of content or the genitive of
material, though there are legitimate semantic differences among all three cate-
gories. It is also often confused with the genitive in simple apposition.

a. Definition. The substantive in the genitive case refers to the same thing as
the substantive to which it is related. The equation, however, is not exact. The
genitive of apposition typically states a specific example that is a part of the larger
category named by the head noun. It is frequently used when the head noun is
ambiguous or metaphorical.

b. Key to identification. Every genitive of apposition, like most genitive uses,
can be translated with of + the genitive noun. To test whether the genitive in ques-
tion is a genitive of apposition, replace the word of with the paraphrase “which
is” or “that is,” “namely,” or, if a personal noun, “who is.” If it does not make the
same sense, a genitive of apposition is unlikely; if it does make the same sense, a
genitive of apposition is likely.15

c. Semantics: genitive of apposition distinct from simple apposition. With
appositional genitives (both kinds), usually two kinds of subject-predicate nomina-
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15 The next step, of course, is to analyze this and other possibilities by way of sound
exegesis.
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tive constructions are represented. In a genitive of apposition construction, the gen-
itive is semantically equivalent to a subject that designates a particular belonging
to a larger group (predicate nominative). Thus, “the sign of circumcision” can be
unpacked as “circumcision is a sign” (but not “a sign is circumcision”). In this
example, the lexical field of “sign” is much larger than that for “circumcision.”
For a genitive in simple apposition the two nouns are equivalent to a convertible
proposition. Thus, “Paul the apostle” could be unpacked as “Paul is the apostle”
or “the apostle is Paul.”

d. Simplification. Two things should be noted for the appositional genitives:
first, how to distinguish them from other genitive uses, and second, how to dis-
tinguish the genitive of apposition from the genitive in simple apposition. (1)
Appositional genitive vs. another genitive use: By “appositional genitive” we mean
both kinds of apposition (simple and gen. of apposition). The first thing to deter-
mine, of course, is whether one of the appositional uses is applicable. To do this,
insert “which is,” “namely,” or “who is” between the head noun and the genitive
noun. If this makes sense, an appositional genitive is likely. (2) Genitive of apposi-
tion vs. simple apposition: Both will fit the “which is” formula, so another test needs
to be used to distinguish the two. If the word “of” can be used before the genitive
in question, then it is a genitive of apposition. If it cannot, then it is simple appo-
sition related to another genitive. (Keep in mind that the only time there could be
any confusion is when both head noun and genitive noun are in the same case,
but this does occur frequently.)

e. Illustrations
(1) OF A GENITIVE OF APPOSITION

John 2:21 e[legen peri© touç naouç touç sswwvvmmaattooßß aujtouç
he was speaking concerning the temple of his body (= “the tem-
ple, which is his body”)
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Genitive of Apposition Genitive in
Simple Apposition

Head Noun

sshhmmeeiiççoonn  ppeerriittoommhhççßß

the sign of circumcision
‘OF’

qqeeoouuçç ppaattrroovvßß

God the Father

‘OF’

Genitive of
Apposition

Genitive
Noun

Genitive
in Simple

Apposition
=

Chart 11
Genitive of Apposition Vs. Genitive in Simple Apposition
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Rom 4:11 kai© shmeiçon e[laben ppeerriittoommhhççßß
and he received [the] sign of circumcision (= “the sign, which
is circumcision”)

(2) OF SIMPLE APPOSITION

Matt 2:11 ei\don to© paidivon meta© Marivaß tthhççßß mmhhttrroo©©ßß aujtouç
they saw the child with Mary, his mother

Eph 1:2 cavriß uJmiçn kai© eijrhvnh ajpo© qeouç ppaattrroo©©ßß hJmwçn
Grace to you and peace from God our Father

If “of” were placed before “Father” the idea would be “from the
God of our Father”! It is obviously simple apposition here.

11. Predicate Genitive ExSyn 102

a. Definition. The genitive substantive makes an assertion about another gen-
itive substantive, much like a predicate nominative does. The difference, how-
ever, is that with the predicate genitive the equative verb is a participle (in the
genitive case) rather than a finite verb. This category is relatively uncommon.
This kind of genitive is in reality an emphatic kind of simple apposition in the geni-
tive (emphatic because of the presence of the participial form of the equative
verb). Both adjectival participles and the genitive absolute participle (which is
always circumstantial) can be used in this way.

b. Illustrations
Acts 7:58 neanivou kaloumevnou SSaauuvvlloouu a young man called Saul
Rom 5:8 e[ti aaJJmmaarrttwwllwwççnn o[ntwn hJmwçn Cristo©ß uJpe©r hJmwçn ajpevqanen

while we were yet sinners Christ died for us

12. Genitive of Subordination [over] ExSyn 103–104

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive specifies that
which is subordinated to or under the dominion of the head noun.

Instead of of supply the gloss over or something like it that suggests dominion
or priority. This kind of genitive is a lexico-semantic category. That is, it is related
only to certain kinds of head substantives—nouns (or participles) that lexically
imply some kind of rule or authority. Words such as basileuçß and a[rcwn rou-
tinely belong here. For the most part, this genitive is a subset of the subjective
genitive, but not always.

b. Illustrations

(1) CLEAR EXAMPLES

Matt 9:34 twç/ a[rconti ttwwççnn ddaaiimmoonniivvwwnn the ruler over the demons
Mark 15:32 oJ basileu©ß ∆∆IIssrraahhvvll the king over Israel
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(2) DISPUTED EXAMPLES16

Eph 2:2 pote periepathvsate . . . kata© to©n a[rconta tthhççßß eejjxxoouussiivvaaßß touç
ajevroß, ttoouuçç ppnneeuuvvmmaattooßß touç nuçn ejnergouçntoß ejn toiçß uiJoiçß thçß
ajpeiqeivaß
you formerly walked according to the ruler of the domain of
the air, [the ruler] of the spirit that now works in the sons of
disobedience

Col 1:15 o{ß ejstin eijkw©n touç qeouç touç ajoravtou, prwtovtokoß pavshß
kkttiivvsseewwßß
who is the image of the invisible God, the firstborn over all
creation

Ablatival ExSyn 107–112

The ablatival genitive basically involves the notion of separation. (Though fre-
quently translated from, such a gloss will not work for the genitive of compari-
son, which requires than as its gloss). This idea can be static (i.e., in a separated
state) or progressive (movement away from, so as to become separated). The
emphasis may be on either the state resulting from the separation or the cause of
separation (in the latter, origin or source is emphasized).

13. Genitive of Separation [out of, away from, from] ExSyn 107–109

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive is that from
which the verb or sometimes head noun is separated. Thus the genitive is used to
indicate the point of departure. This usage is rare in the NT.

For the word of supply the words out of, away from, or from. Another key is to
note that usually this genitive will be dependent on a verb (or verbal form) rather
than a noun. Two further points should be noted: (1) In Koine Greek the idea of
separation is increasingly made explicit by the presence of the preposition ajpov or
sometimes ejk. Hence, a genitive of separation will be rare in the NT, while the
preposition ajpov (or ejk) + genitive will be commonly used for separation. (2) This
is a lexico-syntactic category: it is determined by the lexical meaning of the word
to which the genitive is related. Only if that word, usually a verb, connotes motion
away from, distance, or separation can the genitive be one of separation.

b. Illustrations
Eph 2:12 ajphllotriwmevnoi tthhççßß ppoolliitteeiivvaaßß touç ∆Israhvl

having been alienated from the commonwealth of Israel

1 Pet 4:1 pevpautai aaJJmmaarrttiivvaaßß
he has ceased from [doing] sin
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16 For discussion of these texts, cf. ExSyn 104.
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14. Genitive of Source (or Origin) 
[out of, derived from, dependent on] ExSyn 109–110

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive is the source
from which the head noun derives or depends. This is a rare category in Koine
Greek.

For the word of supply the paraphrase out of, derived from, dependent on, or
“sourced in.” As with the genitive of separation, the simple genitive is being
replaced in Koine Greek by a prepositional phrase (in this instance, ejk + gen.) to
indicate source. This corresponds to the fact that source is an emphatic idea;
emphasis and explicitness often go hand in hand.

Since this usage is not common, it is not advisable to seek it as the most likely
one for a particular genitive that may fit under another label. In some ways, the
possessive, subjective, and source genitives are similar. In any given instance, if
they all make good sense, subjective should be given priority. In cases where there
is no verbal head noun, possessive takes priority over source as an apt label. The
distinction between source and separation, however, is more difficult to call. Fre-
quently, it is a matter merely of emphasis: separation stresses result while source
stresses cause.

b. Illustrations

Rom 10:3 ajgnoouçnteß th©n ttoouuçç qqeeoouuçç dikaiosuvnhn,
being ignorant of the righteousness that comes from God

2 Cor 3:3 ejste© ejpistolh© CCrriissttoouuçç
you are a letter from Christ

➡15. Genitive of Comparison [than] ExSyn 110–112

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive, almost
always after a comparative adjective, is used to indicate comparison. The genitive,
then, is the standard against which the comparison is made (i.e., in “X is greater
than Y,” the gen. is the Y). This usage is relatively common.

The definition gives the key: a genitive after a comparative adjective, which
requires the word than before the genitive (instead of the usual of).

b. Illustrations

Matt 6:25 oujci© hJ yuch© pleiçovn ejstin tthhççßß ttrrooffhhççßß;
Is not your life worth more than food?

Heb 1:4 kreivttwn genovmenoß ttwwççnn aajjggggeevvllwwnn
[the Son] having become better than the angels
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Verbal Genitive 
(i.e., Genitive Related to a Verbal Noun) ExSyn 112–21

The subjective, objective, and plenary genitives are used with head nouns
that involve a verbal idea. That is, the head noun has a verb as a cognate (e.g.,
basileuçß has basileuvw as cognate). The verbal genitive construction, then, is a
sentence embed involving, typically, a transitive verbal idea in the head noun.
The order below (subjective, objective, plenary) displays the descending order of
frequency.

➡16. Subjective Genitive ExSyn 113–16

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive functions
semantically as the subject of the verbal idea implicit in the head noun. This is
common in the NT.

If a subjective genitive is suspected, attempt to convert the verbal noun to
which the genitive is related into a verbal form and turn the genitive into its sub-
ject. Thus, for example, “the revelation of Jesus Christ” in Gal 1:12 becomes
“[What/the fact that] Jesus Christ reveals.”

b. Amplification. Two points should be noted regarding the semantics of this
genitive: (1) This category is lexico-syntactic—i.e., it is related to a specific lexical
meaning for one of the words involved (in this case, the head noun). The head
noun, which is here called a “verbal noun,”17 must have an implicit verbal idea.
Words such as “love,” “hope,” “revelation,” “witness,” and “word” can imply, in
a given situation, a verbal idea. The perspective must, of course, be from Greek
rather than English: e.g., “king” has no verbal cognate in English (there is no verb
“to king”), but it does in Greek (basileuçß has basileuvw).

(2) Where objective and subjective genitives occur in the same construc-
tions—therefore allowing for semantically opposite interpretations—the head
noun implies a transitive verb. This is by far the more frequent type of verbal
noun, however. In a given context, “love of God” could mean “[my/your/their]
love for God” (objective) or “God’s love for [me/you/them].” Since the lexico-
syntactic features in such instances are identical, appeal must be made to context,
authorial usage, and broader exegetical issues.

See Chart 12 below for a diagram of both subjective and objective genitives.

c. Illustrations

(1) CLEAR EXAMPLES

Matt 24:27 ou{twß e[stai hJ parousiva ttoouuçç uuiiJJoouuçç touç ajnqrwvpou
So shall the coming of the Son of Man be (=“so shall it be when
the Son of Man comes”).
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17 Not to be confused with an infinitive, which is syntactically a verbal noun. The expres-
sion as used here is a lexical title.
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Mark 14:59 oujde© ou{twß i[sh h\n hJ marturiva aauujjttwwççnn
Nor was their testimony thus the same (=“nor did they testify
the same thing”)

(2) POSSIBLE (AND EXEGETICALLY SIGNIFICANT) EXAMPLES

Arguably the most debated group of texts involves the expression pivstiß
Cristouç: Should it be translated “faith in Christ” (objective gen.) or “the faith/
faithfulness of Christ” (subjective gen.)?

Rom 3:22 dikaiosuvnh de© qeouç dia© pivstewß ∆∆IIhhssoouuçç CCrriissttoouuçç
even the righteousness of God, through faith in/the faithfulness
of Jesus Christ18

➡17. Objective Genitive ExSyn 116–19

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive functions
semantically as the direct object of the verbal idea implicit in the head noun. This
is common in the NT. 

When an objective genitive is suspected, attempt to convert the verbal noun
to which the genitive is related into a verbal form and turn the genitive into its
direct object. Thus, for example, “a demonstration of his righteousness” in Rom
3:25 becomes “demonstrating his righteousness.” A simpler and less fool-proof
method is to supply for the word of the words for, about, concerning, toward, or
sometimes against.

b. Amplification. Two things should be noted concerning the semantics. 
(1) This category is lexico-syntactic—i.e., it is related to a specific lexical meaning
for one of the words involved (in this case, the head noun). The head noun, which
is here called a “verbal noun,” must have an implicit verbal idea. Words such as
“love,” “hope,” “revelation,” “witness,” and “word” can imply, in a given situa-
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Chart 12
Diagrams of Subjective and Objective Genitive

love
of God

God  loves   X

love
of God

=

=

Syntactic Diagram Semantic Diagram

X    loves   God

Subjective Genitive

Objective Genitive
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tion, a verbal idea. The perspective must, of course, be from Greek rather than
English: e.g., “king” has no verbal cognate in English (there is no verb “to king”)
but it does in Greek (basileuçß has basileuvw).

(2) Where objective and subjective genitives occur in the same construc-
tions—therefore allowing for semantically opposite interpretations—the head
noun implies a transitive verb. This is by far the more frequent type of verbal
noun, however. In a given context, “love of God” could mean “[my/your/their]
love for God” (objective) or “God’s love for [me/you/them].” Since the lexico-
syntactic features in such instances are identical, appeal must be made to context,
authorial usage, and broader exegetical issues.

c. Illustrations

(1) CLEAR EXAMPLES

Matt 12:31 hJ de© ttoouuçç ppnneeuuvvmmaattooßß blasfhmiva oujk ajfeqhvsetai
But the blasphemy of the Spirit shall not be forgiven (= “blas-
phemy against the Spirit” or “blaspheming the Spirit”)

Luke 11:42 oujai© uJmiçn toiçß Farisaivoiß, o{ti . . . parevrcesqe th©n krivsin
kai© th©n ajgavphn ttoouuçç qqeeoouuçç
Woe to you Pharisees! For you have neglected justice and love
of God!

(2) DISPUTED EXAMPLES

Rom 8:17; John 5:42; 1 Pet 3:21 (“the resurrection of Christ”).19 In addition,
see the discussion under “Subjective Genitive” of the pivstiß Cristouç formula.

18. Plenary Genitive ExSyn 119–21

a. Definition. The noun in the genitive is both subjective and objective. In most
cases, the subjective produces the objective notion. To identify this, simply apply
the keys used for the subjective and objective genitives. If both ideas seem to fit in a
given passage and do not contradict but rather complement one another, then there is a
good possibility that the genitive in question is a plenary (or full) genitive.

b. (Possible) Illustration
2 Cor 5:14 hJ ga©r ajgavph ttoouuçç CCrriissttoouuç sunevcei hJmaçß

For the love of Christ constrains us
It is possible that both subjective and objective genitive ideas were
intended by Paul. Thus, “The love that comes from Christ pro-
duces our love for Christ—and this [the whole package] constrains
us.” In this example, then, the subjective produces the objective.
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19 The issue here and in similar expressions is whether we should see this as “Christ rising
[from the dead]” or as “[God] raising Christ [from the dead].” Both are taught in the NT—
even to the extent that Christ is considered an active participant in his own resurrection (cf.
John 2:19, 21; 10:18).
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Adverbial Genitive ExSyn 121–30

This use of the genitive is similar in force to an adverb. As well, this use of
the genitive often has the force of a prepositional phrase (which, of course, is sim-
ilar in force to an adverb). Thus the genitive will normally be related to a verb or
adjective rather than a noun. (Even in instances where it is dependent on a noun,
there is usually an implicit verbal idea in the noun.)

➡19. Genitive of Time (within which or during which) ExSyn 122–24

a. Definition. The genitive substantive indicates the kind of time, or time
within which the word to which is stands related takes place. The easiest way to
remember the genitive of time (as opposed to the dat. and acc. of time) is to relate
the genitive back to its basal significance. The genitive is the case of quality,
attribute, description, or kind.20 Thus, the genitive of time indicates the kind of
time. This usage is not common, but can frequently be expected with words that
lexically involve a temporal element.

b. Key to identification and amplification. The noun in the genitive expresses
an indication of time. The of typically becomes during or at or within.

The semantics of this genitive should be noted: When the simple genitive (i.e.,
without a preposition) is used for time, it expresses the kind of time. However, with
ejk or ajpov the meaning is quite different—with emphasis placed on the beginning
(cf., e.g., Mark 9:21—ejk paidiovqen [“from childhood”]).21 This is not a confusion of
case uses—one indicating time within which and the other indicating extent of time.
The classification of a genitive indicating a time element that follows ejk or ajpov is
properly “object of the preposition.” The preposition then needs to be classified.

An author has the choice of three cases to indicate time: genitive, dative, accu-
sative. Generally speaking, their semantic forces are, respectively: kind of time
(or time during which), point in time (answering the question, “When?”), and
extent of time (answering the question, “How long?”). Such cases ought to be
carefully observed to see what point an author is trying to make—a point not
always easily translated into English.

c. Illustrations
Luke 18:12 nhsteuvw di©ß ttoouuçç ssaabbbbaavvttoouu I fast twice a week

The idea is that the Pharisee fasted twice during the week.
John 3:2 h\lqen pro©ß aujto©n nnuukkttoovvßß

he came to him during the night
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20 That is, as the eight-case system defines it.
21 This shows the fallacy of lumping preposition + case uses with simple case uses. The

preposition does not simply make explicit what the simple case means; in this instance, ejk +
gen. indicates source or separation, while the simple gen. indicates kind. But there is no simple
gen. use for time that indicates source. This notion requires a preposition. Cf. Phil 1:5, for
example, ajpo© thçß prwvthß hJmevraß a[cri touç nuçn (“from the first day until now”): this is not
kind of time, but span of time.
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20. Genitive of Means [by] ExSyn 125

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive indicates the
means or instrumentality by which the verbal action (implicit in the head noun
[or adjective] or explicit in the verb) is accomplished. It answers the question,
“How?” This usage is rare. (With the preposition ejk this nuance is more frequent,
though that technically is not a gen. of means because of the preposition.)

For of supply by. This will be followed by a noun in the genitive case that is
impersonal or at least conceived of as such.

b. Illustrations
Rom 4:11 thçß dikaiosuvnhß tthhççßß ppiivvsstteewwßß

the righteousness by [means of] faith

Jas 1:13 oJ ga©r qeo©ß ajpeivrastovß ejstin kkaakkwwççnn
for God is not tempted by evil

21. Genitive of Agency ExSyn 126–27

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive indicates the
personal agent by whom the action in view is accomplished. It is almost always
related to verbal adjective that is typically used as a substantive and has the char-
acteristically passive ending -toß (e.g., ajgaphtovß, didaktovß, ejklektovß); this is fol-
lowed by a personal noun in the genitive. For of supply by. Thus, e.g., didakto©ß
qeouç, “taught of God,” becomes “taught by God.” This usage is fairly rare.

b. Illustrations
John 18:16 oJ maqhth©ß oJ a[lloß oJ gnwsto©ß ttoouuçç aajjrrcciieerreevvwwßß

the other disciple, who was known by the high priest

Rom 8:33 tivß ejgkalevsei kata© ejklektwçn qqeeoouuçç;
Who will bring a charge against those chosen by God?

➡22. Genitive Absolute

See under “Circumstantial Participles” in chapter on participles.

23. Genitive of Reference [with reference to] ExSyn 127–28

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive indicates
that in reference to which the noun or adjective to which it stands related is true.
This usage is not common.

For the word of supply with reference to, with respect to.

b. Amplification. This genitive usually modifies an adjective (although rarely
it will be connected to a noun), and as such its adverbial force is self-evident. The
genitive limits the frame of reference of the adjective. 
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All oblique cases, as well as the nominative (known as pendent nominative),
can be used to indicate reference. The most common is the dative of reference.
The first illustration below is with an adjective, while the second is with a noun.

c. Illustrations
Heb 3:12 kardiva ponhra© aajjppiissttiivvaaßß

a heart evil with reference to unbelief
Matt 21:21 ouj movnon to© tthhççßß ssuukkhhççßß poihvsete

you shall do not only what [was done] with reference to the
fig tree

24. Genitive of Association [in association with] ExSyn 128–30

a. Definition and key to identification. The genitive substantive indicates the
one with whom the noun to which it stands related is associated.

For of supply with, or in association with.

b. Amplification. The head noun to which this kind of genitival use is con-
nected is normally prefixed with sun-. Such compound nouns naturally lend
themselves to the associative idea. As well, some nouns and adjectives already
embrace lexically the idea of “in association with” and hence can take a genitive
of association without sun- prefixed to them.

This usage has particular exegetical weight in the Pauline letters, for it typi-
cally makes explicit some ramification of the ejn Cristw/ç formula (since believers
are said to be in Christ, because of their organic connection to him, they now
associate with him in many and profound ways).

c. Illustrations
(1) CLEAR EXAMPLES

Eph 2:19 ejste© sumpoliçtai ttwwççnn aaJJggiivvwwnn
you are fellow-citizens with the saints

Col 4:10 ∆Arivstarcoß oJ sunaicmavlwtovß mmoouu
Aristarchus, my fellow-prisoner (=“fellow-prisoner with me”)

In English usage “my” is more natural than “with me,” though
the force is obviously not that Paul possesses Aristarchus.

(2) DISPUTED EXAMPLE

1 Cor. 3:9 qqeeoouuçç ga©r ejsmen sunergoiv
For we are God’s fellow-workers

Here, Paul may be saying that he and Apollos and God are in
association with one another in the work of the ministry. How-
ever, it is better to see an ellipsis of “with one another” and to
see qeouç as a possessive gen. (thus, “we are fellow-workers [with
each other], belonging to God”).22
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22 See ExSyn 130 for a discussion of this verse.
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After Certain Words ExSyn 131–36

There are some uses of the genitive that do not neatly fit into any of the above
categories. Or, if they do fit into one of the above categories, they are related to
a word other than a noun. These constitute the large and amorphous group known
as the use of the genitive after certain words.

➡25. Genitive After Certain Verbs (as a Direct Object) ExSyn 131–34

a. Definition and amplification. Certain verbs take a genitive substantive as
direct object. These verbs commonly correspond in meaning to some other func-
tion of the genitive, e.g., separation, partitive, source, etc. The predominant uses
can be grouped into four types of verbs: sensation, emotion/volition, sharing, ruling.23

For the most part, the semantic significance of genitive as direct object relates
to one of the genitive functions as discussed above. But note that several of the
verbs that take genitive direct objects also take accusative direct objects. Thus,
when an author has a choice for the case of his direct object, the case he chooses
in which to express his idea may be significant.

b. Illustrations24

(1) SENSATION

Mark 5:41 krathvsaß tthhççßß cceeiirroo©©ßß touç paidivou levgei aujthç/, Taliqa koum
touching the hand of the little girl, he said to her, “Talitha cum”

There is a note of tenderness seen in the gen., contrasted with
the acc.

(2) EMOTION/VOLITION

Luke 10:35 ejpimelhvqhti aauujjttoouuçç take care of him

(3) SHARING

Heb 12:10 oJ de© ejpi© to© sumfevron eijß to© metalabeiçn tthhççßß aaJJggiioovvtthhttooßß aujtouç
but he [disciplines us] for our benefit, that we might share in his
holiness

This is an instance of the partitive direct object. (Generally
speaking, if a verb can take either a gen. or acc. direct object,
the accusative will be used when the object is apprehended as a
whole; the genitive will be used when the object is apprehended
in part.) The participation that believers can have in God’s holi-
ness is not complete, but derived and partial. The gen. seems to
be used to reflect this.
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23 Cf. BDF, 93–96 (§§169–78) for a list of such verbs (broken down into ten categories).
Rather than duplicate the list here, since such genitives can easily be noted via the lexicon, the
student is advised to consult BAGD under the verb in question if in doubt.

24 Because this is such a broad category, and because the liberal use of a good lexicon
reveals this usage, only a few examples will be given.
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(4) RULING

Luke 22:25 oiJ basileiçß twçn ejqnwçn kurieuvousin aauujjttwwççnn
the kings of the Gentiles lord it over them

26. Genitive After Certain Adjectives (and Adverbs) ExSyn 134–35

a. Definition. Certain adjectives (such as a[xioß, “worthy [of]”) and adverbs
normally take a genitive “object.” In many instances the adjective/adverb is an
embedded transitive verb, thus taking an objective genitive (e.g., “he is deserving
of X” means “he deserves X”) or involving a partitive idea.

b. Amplification. As with the genitive direct object, you should check BAGD
under various adjectives and adverbs or BDF (98 [§182]) for a list. In reality, most
of these examples also fit under some other genitive use equally well—such as
partitive, objective, content, reference, etc. However, the fact that certain adjec-
tives, by their very nature, take genitives after them renders this a predictable and
stable category.

c. Illustrations
Matt 26:66 e[nocoß qqaannaavvttoouu ejstivn he is deserving of death

This is the equivalent of “he deserves death,” an objective gen.

Phil 1:27 ajxivwß ttoouuçç eeuujjaaggggeelliivvoouu touç Cristouç politeuvesqe
conduct yourselves worthily of the gospel of Christ

➡27. Genitive After Certain Prepositions ExSyn 136

a. Definition. Certain prepositions take the genitive after them. See the chap-
ter on prepositions for discussion. For review of which prepositions take which
cases, cf., e.g., Mounce, Basics of Biblical Greek, 55–62.25

b. Significance. When a genitive follows a preposition, you should not
attempt to identify the genitive’s function by case usage alone. Rather, consult
either BAGD or the chapter on prepositions for the specific usage of that case
with that preposition. Many of the simple genitive uses overlap those of the
preposition + the genitive (especially with ejk + the gen.). But the parallels are not
exact; there are some simple genitive uses that cannot be duplicated with prepo-
sitions and some preposition + genitive uses that find no parallel with the simple
genitive. Furthermore, where there is overlap of usage, there is usually not over-
lap of frequency of occurrence.
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25 In addition, forty of the forty-two “improper prepositions” take the gen. case (e.g.,
a[cri(ß), e[mprosqen, e{neka, e{wß, ojyev, plhsivon, uJperavnw, uJpokavtw, cwrivß). One should con-
sult the lexicon if in doubt.
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ExSyn 138

The Dative Case1

Overview of Dative Uses

Pure Dative Uses. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67
➡ 1. Dative Indirect Object . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67
➡ 2. Dative of Interest (including Advantage [commodi] 

and Disadvantage [incommodi]) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68
➡ 3. Dative of Reference/Respect. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69

4. Dative of Destination . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70
5. Dative of Possession . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70

➡ 6. Dative in Simple Apposition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71
Local Dative Uses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71
➡ 7. Dative of Sphere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72
➡ 8. Dative of Time (when) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72
Instrumental Dative Uses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73
➡ 9. Dative of Association (Accompaniment, Comitative) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73

10. Dative of Manner (or Adverbial Dative). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 74
➡11. Dative of Means/Instrument. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75
✝ 12. Dative of Agency . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75

13. Dative of Measure/Degree of Difference. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76
➡14. Dative of Cause . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 77

15. Cognate Dative . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 77
The Uses of the Dative After Certain Words . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 78
➡16. Dative Direct Object. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 78

17. Dative After Certain Nouns . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79
18. Dative After Certain Adjectives . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79

➡19. Dative After Certain Prepositions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 80

INTRODUCTION 
Preliminary Remarks

The dative case is not as exegetically significant as the genitive. This is not
to say that the dative does not play a vital role in exegetical decisions. Rather, a
particular instance of the dative is usually easier to classify than a given genitive.
This is due to two things: (1) the broad classes of dative uses are generally more
easily distinguishable; and (2) the embedded clause needs less “unpacking” since
the dative is already related to a verb, while the genitive is more cryptic and ellip-
tical since it is usually related to a noun.

65

1 See ExSyn 137–75. The following datives are rare or debatable categories that the aver-
age intermediate Greek student can ignore: ethical dative (146–47), dative of recipient (148–
49), dative of thing possessed (151), predicate dative (152), dative of rule (157–58), dative of
material (169–70), and dative of content (170–71).
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At the same time, there are some instances in which a given dative may func-
tion in more than one capacity (e.g., both instrumental and local), and not a few
in which a decision is still hard to come by. In such places, the dative takes on
greater significance.

Finally, the simple dative is phasing out in Koine Greek, being replaced
largely by prepositions, especially ejn + the dative. This is not to say that the sim-
ple dative and ejn + dative mirror each other completely, as will become clear in
our examination of various uses of the dative case.

Definition of the Dative Case

1. Within the Eight-Case System

“The dative, locative, and instrumental cases are all represented by the same
inflectional form, but the distinction in function is very clear—much more so
than the distinction between the ablative and genitive.”3 However, this does not
mean that, within the eight-case system, it is always easy to tell to which case this
particular inflectional form belongs. Furthermore, there will be a few occasions in
which the same case form will have a double-duty function. The eight-case sys-
tem cannot handle such a double function because such would involve two dif-
ferent cases. Thus, the definition of case as a matter of function rather than form
can sometimes be so rigid that it excludes part of the meaning intended by the
author.

The Basics of New Testament Syntax66

2 The dative breakdown is 4375 nouns, 3565 pronouns, 2944 articles, 936 adjectives, 353
participles.

3 Dana-Mantey, 83.
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Chart 13
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ExSyn 140–75

The true dative is used to designate the person more remotely concerned. It is
the case of personal interest, pointing out the person to or for whom something is done.
This is not to say that the dative cannot relate to things, for there are numerous
examples of this. When it does so, it has a referring force. In general, when the dative
is used of persons, it speaks about the one(s) concerned about (or affected by) the
action; when it is used of things, it addresses the framework in which an act occurs.

2. Within the Five-Case System

However, since the dative, instrumental, and locative share the same form,
we will consider them as one case (“case” being defined as a matter of form rather
than function within the five-case system).4 The instrumental idea involves means
and generally answers the question, “How?” The locative notion involves place
and answers the question, “Where?” Thus, a broad view of the dative case
(including pure dative, locative, and instrumental uses) suggests that it answers
one of three questions: To/for whom? How? or Where?

Thus, within the five-case system the dative case may be defined as the case
of personal interest, reference/respect (pure dative), position (locative), and means
(instrumental).

SPECIFIC USES 
Pure Dative Uses ExSyn 140–53

The subgroups here are specific uses built on the root idea of personal inter-
est and reference/respect.

➡1. Dative Indirect Object ExSyn 140–42

a. Definition. The dative substantive is that to or for which the action of a
verb is performed. The indirect object will only occur with a transitive verb. When
the transitive verb is in the active voice,5 the indirect object receives the direct
object (“the boy hit the ball to me”); when the verb is in the passive voice, the indi-
rect object receives the subject of the verb (“the ball was hit to me”).

Stated more succinctly: “The noun or pronoun in the dative is the person or
thing to which is given (or which receives) the direct object (of a transitive verb)
(or [receives the] subject of a passive verb).”6 This category is by far the most
common of the dative uses.

The Dative Case 67

4 It is not insignificant that even Dana-Mantey vacillate slightly here in saying “we can-
not ignore form entirely while we are in the realm of syntax, for it often happens that we would
be utterly unable to determine what the intended function is except for the form” (Dana-
Mantey, 86).

5 That is, active from the standpoint of English. In Greek it can sometimes be in the mid-
dle (deponent middles are treated as though they are actives).

6 Williams, Grammar Notes, 15.

01_Basics.Part 1  4/16/04  1:22 PM  Page 67



b. Key to identification and semantics. The key to identification is that the
verb must be transitive; and if the dative can be translated with to or for it is most
likely indirect object.

(1) To translate a dative as to or for with a transitive verb is easily the most
common translation (like of for the genitive). There are many uses of the dative
that actually fall under the larger umbrella of the indirect object (e.g., interest,
ethical). The indirect object, therefore, is normally recognized as the most com-
mon dative.

(2) In the sentence “He gave the book to the boy,” “to the boy” is the indirect
object. It receives the direct object, “the book,” of the transitive (and active) verb,
“gave.” Such a sentence can be put into a passive transform: “The book was given
to the boy by him.” Here, “the book” has become the subject (formerly the direct
object), but “to the boy” is still the indirect object. The subject of the active voice
verb “gave” has become the agent of the passive voice verb “was given.” In both
sentences the indirect object remains the same and receives the same thing
semantically, though not grammatically (i.e., it receives the book each time, but
does not receive the same part of the sentence each time).

c. Illustrations
John 4:10 kai© e[dwken a[n ssooii u{dwr zwçn

and he would have given to you living water

2 Cor 12:7 ejdovqh mmooii skovloy thç/ sarkiv
a thorn in the flesh was given to me.

This is a passive transform of the clause, e[dwken mmooii skovlopa
thç/ sarkiv, “He gave me a thorn in the flesh.”

➡2. Dative of Interest (including Advantage [commodi] 
and Disadvantage [incommodi]) ExSyn 142–44

a. Definition. The dative substantive indicates the person (or, rarely, thing)
interested in the verbal action. The dative of advantage has a to or for idea, while
the dative of disadvantage has an against idea. The dative of advantage occurs
more frequently than disadvantage, though both are common enough. It is
important to distinguish between dative of advantage and disadvantage (since the
resultant meanings are opposite).

b. Key to identification. Instead of the words to or for, supply for the benefit of
or in the interest of for the dative of advantage, and for/unto the detriment of or to
the disadvantage of or against for the dative of disadvantage. The translation for the
benefit of and the like is helpful for getting the sense of the dative, though not as
a final translation, since it is too awkward.

c. Semantics/significance. Dative of interest typically (but not always) belongs
to the larger category of indirect object. The difference in the two is that in the
former, interest is stressed, while in the latter it is not.
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Since the root idea of the pure dative is personal interest (i.e., with refer-
ence to person), one should not think in such clear-cut categories as to divorce
this idea from other uses of the pure dative. That is, every pure dative use is a
dative of interest in a general sense. However, the category dative of interest really
involves a more specific use of the dative, which emphasizes either advantage or
disadvantage. Thus, for example, “This is food to me” would be a dative of
interest in a general sense. However, a lousy meal would mean a dative of dis-
advantage, while my wife’s culinary fare would mean a dative of advantage! A
dative of advantage/disadvantage will usually belong to some other category as
well; but when the idea of advantage/disadvantage is prominent, it is to be clas-
sified as such.

d. Illustrations

(1) ADVANTAGE (COMMODI)

1 Cor 6:13 ta© brwvmata tthhçç// kkooiilliivvaa//
food is for [the benefit of] the stomach

2 Cor 5:13 ei[te ga©r ejxevsthmen, qqeewwçç//…… ei[te swfronouçmen, uuJJmmiiççnn.
for if we are beside ourselves, it is for God; if we are in our
right minds, it is for you.

(2) DISADVANTAGE (INCOMMODI)

Matt 23:31 martureiçte eeJJaauuttooiiççßß You testify against yourselves
1 Cor 11:29 oJ ga©r ejsqivwn kai© pivnwn krivma eeJJaauuttwwçç// ejsqivei kai© pivnei

For the one who eats and drinks eats and drinks judgment on
himself

➡3. Dative of Reference/Respect [with reference to] ExSyn 144–46

a. Definition. The dative substantive is that in reference to which something
is presented as true. An author will use this dative to qualify a statement that
would otherwise typically not be true. This dative can thus be called a frame of
reference dative, limiting dative, qualifying dative, or contextualizing dative. This
is a common use of the dative case; further, the dative is the most common case
used for reference/respect.7

b. Key to identification and amplification. Instead of the word to, supply the
phrase with reference to before the dative. (Other glosses are concerning, about, in
regard to, etc.) When the noun in the dative is a thing, the sentence typically makes
no sense if the dative is removed, as, e.g., in Rom 6:2—“How shall we who died
[to sin] still live in it?”
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7 The acc. is the next most common, but it is a distant second (acc. stands first in classi-
cal Greek). There is also a gen. of reference, and, in fact, a nom. of reference (i.e., nomina-
tivus pendens).
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The pure dative, when referring especially to things, reduces the element of
interest and relation to that of reference or framework. It is frequently found with
adjectives. But the dative of reference can also occasionally be used of persons.

c. Illustrations
Rom 6:11 logivzesqe eJautou©ß ei\nai nekrou©ß me©n tthhçç// aaJJmmaarrttiivvaa//, zwçntaß de©

ttwwçç// qqeeww//çç
Consider yourselves to be dead to sin, but alive to God

Luke 18:31 pavnta ta© gegrammevna dia© twçn profhtwçn ttwwçç// uuiiJJwwçç// touç ajnqrwv-
pou
all the things written by the prophets concerning the Son of
Man

4. Dative of Destination ExSyn 147–48

a. Definition. This dative is similar to an indirect object, except that it
appears with intransitive verbs (esp. e[rcomai). It is the “to” idea when an intran-
sitive verb is used. There is typically a transfer of something from one place to
another. It indicates the final point of the verb, where the verb is going. This
usage is relatively infrequent, being replaced in Koine Greek with explicit prepo-
sitions (such as ejn, ejpiv, eijß).

b. Key to identification. Remember that this broad “to” idea is in relation to
intransitive verbs (i.e., verbs that do not take a direct object). The dative with e[rco-
mai accounts for most examples.

c. Illustrations
Matt 21:5 oJ basileuvß sou e[rcetaiv ssooii

your king is coming to you
Luke 15:25 wJß ejrcovmenoß h[ggisen tthhçç// ooiijjkkiivvaa//

when he came, he approached the house

5. Dative of Possession [belonging to] ExSyn 149–51

a. Definition. The dative of possession functions like a genitive of possession
under certain conditions, occurring with equative verbs such as eijmiv, givnomai, and
uJpavrcw. The dative substantive possesses the noun to which it is related. In other
words, it is that person or thing to which the subject of an equative verb belongs.
The usage is not especially common.

b. Key to identification. Instead of the word to, supply possessed by or belonging
to. On occasion (especially if the dative is in predicate position after an equative
verb), it may be more helpful to regard the dative as the semantic equivalent of a
nominative subject and put the actual subject in the predicate (i.e., treat it as direct
object). For example:
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Acts 8:21 oujk e[stin ssooii meri©ß oujde© klhçroß ejn tw/ç lovgw/ touvtw/
neither a share nor a lot in this matter belong to you

This could be converted to “you have neither a share nor a lot
in this matter.” (The dat. becomes the subject and the subject is
placed in the predicate—here, as direct object.)

c. Semantics. In general, the difference between an indirect object and a pos-
sessive dative has to do with act (as seen in the transitive verb) and resultant state
(as seen in the equative verb). For example, e[dwken to© biblivon moi (“he gave me
the book”) becomes to© biblivon ejjstiv moi (“the book is mine”).

d. Illustrations
Matt 18:12 Tiv uJmiçn dokeiç; eja©n gevnhtaiv ttiinnii aajjnnqqrrwwvvppww/ eJkato©n provbata

What do you think? If a hundred sheep [belong] to a certain
man

Rom 7:3 eja©n gevnhtai aajjnnddrrii©© eeJJtteevvrrww//çç
if she becomes to another man (= “if she becomes another
man’s” or, “if she becomes possessed by another man”)

➡6. Dative in Simple Apposition ExSyn 152–53

a. Definition. Though not technically a syntactical category,8 the dative case
(as well as the other cases) can be an appositive to another substantive in the same
case. An appositional construction involves two adjacent substantives that refer
to the same person or thing and have the same syntactical relation to the rest of
the clause. The first dative substantive can belong to any dative category and the
second is merely a clarification of who or what is mentioned. Thus, the appositive
“piggy-backs” on the first dative’s use, as it were.9 This usage is common.

b. Illustrations
Luke 1:47 hjgallivasen to© pneuçmav mou ejpi© twç/ qewç/ ttwwçç// sswwtthhççrriivv mou

my spirit rejoices in God my Savior
Acts 24:24 Drousivllh/ tthhçç// iijjddiivvaa// gguunnaaiikkii©©

to Drusilla, his wife

Local Dative Uses ExSyn 153–58

The subgroups here are specific uses built on the root idea of position, whether
spatial, nonphysical, or temporal.
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➡7. Dative of Sphere [in the sphere of] ExSyn153–55

a. Definition. The dative substantive indicates the sphere or realm10 in which
the word to which it is related takes place or exists. Normally this word is a verb,
but not always. This is a common use of the dative.

b. Key to identification and clarification. Before the noun in the dative sup-
ply the words in the sphere of or in the realm of. In general, it is safe to say that the
dative of reference views the word to which the dative stands related as detached or
separated somehow from the dative, while the dative of sphere views the word to
which the dative stands related as incorporated within the realm of the dative. For
example, in Rom 6:2 Paul uses the dative of reference: “How shall we who died
[with reference] to sin still live in it?” Here, “we who died” is detached or sepa-
rated from “sin.” In Eph 2:1 we see the dative of sphere: “Though you were dead
in [the sphere of] your sins.” Here, “you were dead” is incorporated within the
realm of sin.

c. Illustrations
Matt 5:3 oiJ ptwcoi© ttwwçç// ppnneeuuvvmmaattii the poor in spirit

Here the dat. is practically equivalent to an adverb, thus, “the
spiritually poor.”

1 Pet 3:18 Cristo©ß a{pax peri© aJmartiwçn e[paqen, divkaioß uJpe©r ajdivkwn
. . . qanatwqei©ß me©n ssaarrkkiivv
Christ died once for all for sins, the just for the unjust . . . hav-
ing been put to death in the flesh

➡8. Dative of Time (when) ExSyn 155–57

a. Definition. The noun in the dative indicates the time when the action of
the main verb is accomplished. The dative routinely denotes point of time, answer-
ing the question, “When?” In the eight-case system, this would be the locative of
time. Though common enough, this usage is being increasingly replaced in Koine
Greek with ejn + the dative.

b. Key to identification and semantics. Remember that the noun in the dative
expresses an indication of time.

The dative of time is distinct from the genitive of time as well the accusative
of time (occasionally it overlaps with this category). The easiest way to remember
the distinction between these cases for time is to remember the root idea of each
case. The root idea of the (pure) genitive is quality, attribute, or kind; thus, the
genitive of time expresses kind of time (or time during which). The root idea of

The Basics of New Testament Syntax72

10 Some people talk about the dative of place as a separate category, distinct from sphere.
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tic. Exegesis is not materially affected by such a distinction.
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the accusative is limitation as to extent; thus, the accusative of time expresses
extent of time. The root idea of the local dative is position; thus, the dative of time
expresses a point in time.

c. Illustrations
Matt 17:23 tthhçç// ttrriivvtthh// hhJJmmeevvrraa// ejgerqhvsetai

[at a point in time] on the third day he will be raised

Matt 24:20 proseuvcesqe de© i{na mh© gevnhtai hJ fugh© uJmwçn ceimwçnoß mhde©
ssaabbbbaavvttww//
But pray that your flight will not be during the winter nor on
the sabbath

Instrumental Dative Uses ExSyn 158–171

The subgroups here are specific uses built on the root idea of means, although
some loosely fit under this umbrella.

➡9. Dative of Association (Accompaniment, Comitative) 
[in association with] ExSyn 159–61

a. Definition. The dative substantive indicates the person or thing one asso-
ciates with or accompanies. This usage is relatively common.

b. Key to identification and clarification. Before the noun in the dative sup-
ply the phrase in association with. This usage of the dative only loosely belongs
under the broad category of instrumental datives. Nevertheless, it belongs here
more naturally than elsewhere.

Frequently, though not always, the dative word will be related to a compound
verb involving sun. This is especially so in Acts, less frequently in the Pauline let-
ters. But not every dative following a sun- prefixed verb is a dative of association
(see discussion of the debatable example below).

The difference between genitive of association and dative of association is
simply this: the genitive is used with nouns (which begin with sun-) while the
dative is used with verbs (which are frequently prefixed with sun-).

c. Caution. Although there is a close relation between means and association,
one should be careful to distinguish them. In the sentence, “He walked with his
friend with a cane,” “with his friend” expresses association and “with a cane”
expresses means. The difference is that for the purposes of walking the cane is
necessary, while the friend is expendable!

d. Illustrations

(1) CLEAR EXAMPLES

Acts 9:7 oiJ de© a[ndreß oiJ sunodeuvonteß aauujjttwwçç//
the men who were traveling with him
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2 Cor 6:14 mh© givnesqe eJterozugouçnteß aajjppiivvssttooiißß
do not become unequally yoked [in association] with 
unbelievers

The first example is typical, in that there is a verb prefixed with
sun. The second example has a verb root that carries an asso-
ciative idea.

(2) A DEBATABLE EXAMPLE

Rom 8:16 aujto© to© pneuçma summartureiç ttwwçç// ppnneeuuvvmmaattii hJmwçn o{ti ejsme©n
tevkna qeouç
the Spirit himself bears witness along with our spirit that we
are God’s children

At issue, grammatically, is whether the Spirit testifies alongside
of our spirit (dat. of association), or whether he testifies to our
spirit (indirect object) that we are God’s children. If the former,
the one receiving this testimony is unstated (is it God? or believ-
ers?). If the latter, the believer receives the testimony and hence
is assured of salvation via the inner witness of the Spirit. Most
likely, pneuvmati should not be taken as association.11

10. Dative of Manner (or Adverbial Dative)12

[with, in (answering “How?”)] ExSyn 161–62

a. Definition. The dative substantive denotes the manner in which the action
of the verb is accomplished. Like many adverbs, this use of the dative answers the
question “How?” (and typically with a “with” or “in” phrase). The manner can
be an accompanying action, attitude, emotion, or circumstance. Hence, such a
dative noun routinely has an abstract quality. This usage is relatively common,
though it is being supplanted by ejn + dative (or metav + gen.) in Koine Greek.

b. Key to identification and clarification. Supply “with” or “in” before the
dative noun. Also, if the dative can be converted into an adverb (e.g., “with
thanksgiving” becomes “thankfully”), it is likely a dative of manner. Note, how-
ever, that not always can one easily convert this dative into an adverb.

The real key is to ask first whether the dative noun answers the question
“How?” and then ask if the dative defines the action of the verb (dative of means)
or adds color to the verb (manner). In the sentence, “She walked with a cane, with
a flare,” “with a cane” expresses means, while “with a flare” expresses manner.
Thus, one of the ways in which you can distinguish between means and manner is
that a dative of manner typically employs an abstract noun while a dative of means
typically employs a more concrete noun.
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c. Illustrations
John 7:26 ppaarrrrhhssiivvaa// laleiç

he speaks with boldness (= boldly)

1 Cor 10:30 eij ejgw© ccaavvrriittii metevcw
if I partake [of the food] with thanksgiving (= thankfully)

➡11. Dative of Means/Instrument [by, by means of, with] ExSyn 162–63

a. Definition. The dative substantive is used to indicate the means or instru-
ment by which the verbal action is accomplished. This is a common use of the
dative, embracing as it does one of the root ideas of the dative case (viz., instru-
mentality).

b. Key to identification and amplification. Before the noun in the dative, sup-
ply the words by means of or simply with. The dative noun is typically concrete, as
opposed to manner, where the noun is typically abstract. But the dative noun is
also usually, though not always, conceived of as impersonal. It is distinguished from
personal agency in two ways: (1) personality is not in view, and (2) means involves
an agent who uses it (whether that agent is stated or implied).

c. Illustrations
John 11:2 ejkmavxasa tou©ß povdaß aujtouç ttaaiiççßß qqrriixxii©©nn aujthçß

she wiped his feet with her hair
Rom 3:28 logizovmeqa dikaiouçsqai ppiivvsstteeii a[nqrwpon

we maintain that a person is justified by faith

✝12. Dative of Agency [by, through] ExSyn 163–66

a. Definition. The dative substantive is used to indicate the personal agent by
whom the action of the verb is accomplished. This is an extremely rare category in
the NT as well as in ancient Greek in general.

b. Keys to identification, structure, and semantics. (1) According to the above
definition, if the dative is used to express agency, the noun in the dative must not
only be personal, but must also be the agent who performs the action. Much con-
fusion exists among students of the NT over this category. In general, it is invoked
far more often than is legitimate.13 There are four keys to identification for the
dative of agency: (a) Lexical: the dative must be personal. (b) Contextual: the per-
son specified by the dative noun is portrayed as exercising volition. (c) Grammat-
ical: the only clear texts involve a perfect passive verb, as in the classical idiom. (d)
Linguistic: a good rule of thumb for distinguishing between agent and means is sim-
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13 Even by grammarians on occasion. Cf., e.g., Young, Intermediate Greek, 50 (his exam-
ples from Rom 8:14 and 1 Tim 3:16 are doubtful; see discussion of these texts in ExSyn
165–66); Brooks-Winbery, 45.
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ply this: the agent of a passive verb can become the subject of an active verb, while
the means normally cannot.

(2) When the dative expresses the idea of means, the instrument is used by an
agent. When agent is indicated, the agent so named is not used by another, but is
the one who either performs an act directly or uses an instrument.

c. How agency is expressed in the NT. Apart from naming the agent as the
subject, there are two common ways to express agency in the NT: uJpov + the gen-
itive is used for ultimate agent; diav + the genitive is used for intermediate agent.
For example, in Matt 1:22 we read that “all this happened in order that what was
spoken by the Lord (uJpo© kurivou) through the prophet (dia© touç profhvtou)
might be fulfilled.” The Lord is the ultimate agent, though he communicates his
message through the prophet.

In summary, this clarification is important because when one sees a dative
used with a person and some sort of instrumentality is implied, he/she should seek
to discover the agent who uses the (personal) instrument.

d. Illustrations

(1) CLEAR EXAMPLES

Luke 23:15 oujde©n a[xion qanavtou ejsti©n pepragmevnon aauujjttwwçç//
nothing worthy of death had been done by him

As is apparently always the case in the NT, the only clear exam-
ples involve a perfect passive verb form.

Jas 3:7 paçsa ga©r fuvsiß qhrivwn . . . dedavmastai tthhçç// ffuuvvsseeii tthhçç// aajjnnqqrrww--
ppiivvnnhh//
For every kind of beast . . . has been tamed by humankind

(2) DEBATABLE EXAMPLE14

Gal 5:16 ppnneeuuvvmmaattii peripateiçte kai© ejpiqumivan sarko©ß ouj mh© televshte
walk by the Spirit and you will not fulfill the lust of the flesh

Taking pneuvmati as a dat. of agency is a popular view among
commentators, but there are two basic problems with this inter-
pretation: (1) This usage is rare in the NT (unless, of course, we
assume that pneuvmati on many occasions belongs here!); (2)
pneuvmati does not occur with a passive verb, let alone a perfect
passive; yet every clear example of dat. of agency in the NT
occurs with a perfect passive verb.

13. Dative of Measure/Degree of Difference [by] ExSyn 166–67

a. Definition and key to identification. The dative substantive, when fol-
lowing or preceding a comparative adjective or adverb, may be used to indicate

The Basics of New Testament Syntax76

14 Cf. ExSyn 165–66 for more discussion of this text as well as discussion of other passages.
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the extent to which the comparison is true or the degree of difference that exists
in the comparison. This usage is fairly rare.

Rather than supply “than” as with the genitive of comparison (the two ideas
are similar, but not identical), supply “by” before a quantitative word in the dative.
Typically the formula in Greek will be pollwç/ (the dative word) + maçllon.

b. Illustrations
Phil 2:12 uJphkouvsate . . . ppoollllwwçç// maçllon ejn thç/ ajpousiva/ mou

you obeyed . . . much more in my absence

Heb 1:4 ttoossoouuvvttww// kreivttwn genovmenoß twçn ajggevlwn
having become by so much better than the angels

A key theme in Hebrews is the superiority of the Son. In 1:4–14
the Son is contrasted to angels, with the clear implication (made
explicit in v. 8) that he is God incarnate.

➡14. Dative of Cause [because of] ExSyn 167–68

a. Definition and key to identification. The dative substantive indicates the
cause or basis of the action of the verb. This usage is fairly common.

Before the dative insert the phrase because of or on the basis of. This use of the
dative is similar to but not the same as the dative of means. (At times, however, it
is impossible to distinguish the two.)15 The dative of means indicates the how; the
dative of cause indicates the why; the dative of means indicates the method; the
dative of cause indicates the basis.

b. Illustrations
Rom 4:20 ouj diekrivqh tthhçç// aajjppiissttiivvaa//

he did not waver because of unbelief

Gal 6:12 movnon i{na ttwwçç// ssttaauurrwwçç// touç Cristouç mh© diwvkwntai
only that they might not be persecuted because of the cross
of Christ

15. Cognate Dative16 ExSyn 168–69

a. Definition and key to identification. The dative noun17 is cognate to the
verb either formally (where both noun and verb have the same root) or concep-
tually (where the roots are different). This is not common.
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15 This is because the ultimate cause may also, at times, be the accomplishing means of an
action.

16 See dat. of manner for the larger category to which this dat. belongs.
17 This use of the dat., by definition, cannot be found with pronouns, since the lexical

meaning of the dat. word is related to that of the verb.
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The key to this use of the dative is its cognate force. Another clue is that the
dative can usually be translated as an adverb modifying the verb.18 The force of
the cognate dative will be primarily to emphasize the action of the verb.

b. Illustrations

(1) COGNATE IN FORM

Luke 22:15 eejjppiiqquummiivvaa// ejpequvmhsa
I desired with desire (= “ I earnestly desired”)

Jas 5:17 ∆Hlivaß . . . pprroosseeuucchhçç// proshuvxato
Elijah . . . prayed earnestly

(2) COGNATE IN MEANING

1 Pet 1:8 ajgalliaçsqe ccaarraaçç// you rejoice with joy
Rev 5:11–12 h[kousa fwnh©n . . . levgonteß ffwwnnhhçç// mmeeggaavvllhh//

I heard a voice . . . saying with a loud voice

The Uses of the Dative After Certain Words ExSyn 171–75

Some uses of the dative do not neatly fit into any of the above categories.
These constitute the large and amorphous group known as the use of the dative
after certain words.

➡16. Dative Direct Object ExSyn 171–73

a. Definition. A number of verbs take the dative as their direct object. Such
datives are usually related to verbs implying personal relation. Thus the mean-
ings of the verbs correspond in meaning to the basic idea of the pure dative. This
category yields many illustrations.

b. Key to identification and clarification. See BAGD, a good concordance, or
BDF for a list of such verbs.19 Usually it will be obvious when the dative is the
direct object. But since the dative is normally related to a verb rather than to a
noun, there may be times of confusion.

A good rule of thumb is that verbs taking a dative direct object can usually be
translated with “to” or “in.” Thus uJpakouvw can be translated, “I am obedient
to”; diakonwç, “I minister to”; eujcaristwç, “I am thankful to”; pisteuvw, “I trust
in.” (One has to use a little imagination with these verbs because they are nor-
mally rendered “I obey,” “I serve,” “I thank,” and “I believe.”)
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18 Some of the examples below do not fit this adverbial notion, but are cognate datives in
a broader sense.

19 Although many intermediate grammars list all such verbs, it is our conviction that gram-
mars do much unnecessary duplication with lexica. Our approach is to try to refrain from tres-
passing into the domain of the lexicon as much as possible.
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c. Significance. It has already been pointed out that such dative direct objects
are usually related to verbs implying personal relation. This, in part, is the sig-
nificance of dative direct objects. As well, some of the verbs that take dative direct
objects also take accusative direct objects. Thus, when an author has a choice for
the case of a direct object, the case chosen may be significant.

d. Illustrations
Gal 3:6 Kaqw©ß ∆Abraa©m ejpivsteusen ttww//çç qqeeww//çç,, kai© ejlogivsqh aujtw/ç eijß

dikaiosuvnhn…
Just as Abraham believed God, and it was reckoned to him as
righteousness

Heb 1:6 o{tan de© pavlin eijsagavgh/ to©n prwtovtokon eijß th©n oijkoumevnhn,
levgei kai© proskunhsavtwsan aauujjttwwçç// pavnteß a[ggeloi qeouç.
And when he again brings the firstborn into the [inhabited]
world, he says, “And let all the angels of God worship him.”

17. Dative After Certain Nouns ExSyn 173–74

a. Definition. A few nouns take datives after them. Again, the notion of per-
sonal interest is almost always seen. This category is not particularly common.
The nouns in question are verbal nouns (i.e., they are cognate to a verb, such as
ojfeilevthß [ojfeivlw], uJpavnthsiß [uJpantavw]).

b. Illustrations
Matt 8:34 paçsa hJ povliß ejxhçlqen eijß uJpavnthsin ttwwçç// ∆∆IIhhssoouuçç

all the city came out for a meeting with Jesus
The verbal cognate, uJpantavw, takes what could be called a dat.
of association or dat. direct object (cf. Mark 5:2; John 4:51).

1 Cor 16:15 diakonivan ttooiiççßß aaJJggiivvooiißß service to the saints

18. Dative After Certain Adjectives ExSyn 174–75

a. Definition and key to identification. A few adjectives are followed by the
dative case. Once again, when the idea of personal interest appears, the dative is
naturally used. This broad category is common.

There is no one key to identification since this is a rather amorphous group;
the most common group is adjectives of “likeness” (i.e., correspondence) such as
o{moioß, i[soß. As well, many of the adjectives belong to the larger category of
dative of reference.

b. Illustrations
Matt 13:31 oJmoiva ejsti©n hJ basileiva twçn oujranwçn kkoovvkkkkww// sinavpewß

the kingdom of heaven is like a mustard seed
Rom 1:30 ggoonneeuuççssiinn ajpeiqeiçß disobedient to parents
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➡19. Dative After Certain Prepositions ExSyn 175

a. Definition and key to identification. Certain prepositions take the dative
after them. See the chapter on prepositions for complete discussion of this cate-
gory. For review of which prepositions take which cases, cf., e.g., Mounce, Basics
of Biblical Greek, 55–62.

b. Significance. When a dative follows a preposition, you should not attempt
to identify the dative’s function by case usage alone. Rather, consult BAGD for the
specific usage of that case with that preposition. Although many of the case uses
overlap with the uses of the preposition + the dative (especially with ejn + the
dative), the parallels are not exact. Furthermore, where there is overlap of usage,
there is usually not overlap of frequency of occurrence (e.g., although the naked
dative as well as ejn + the dative can express sphere, the frequency of such usage is
much higher with ejn + the dative).
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ExSyn 176–79

The Accusative Case1

Overview of Accusative Uses

Substantival Uses of the Accusative . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83
➡ 1. Accusative Direct Object. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83
➡ 2. Double Accusative of Person-Thing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83
➡ 3. Double Accusative of Object-Complement . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84

4. Predicate Accusative . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86
➡ 5. Accusative Subject of the Infinitive. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 87

6. Accusative of Retained Object . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88
➡ 7. Accusative in Simple Apposition. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89
Adverbial Uses of the Accusative . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89

8. Adverbial Accusative (Accusative of Manner). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89
➡ 9. Accusative of Measure (or Extent of Space or Time). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 90

10. Accusative of Respect or (General) Reference . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 91
Special Uses of the Accusative . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 92
➡11. Accusative After Certain Prepositions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 92

INTRODUCTION 
In classical Greek, the accusative case was the “unmarked” or default case

among the oblique cases (gen., dat., acc.). It was the routine case used unless there
was some reason for using the genitive or dative. Unlike classical Greek, however,
the NT has more nominatives than accusatives. Furthermore, typically in classical
Greek the accusative outnumbers genitives and datives together, but in the NT
the combination of these two cases has a significantly higher yield than accusatives.

What is to account for these differences? (1) Many of the subtleties of the
language naturally began to drop out as Greek passed from classical to Koine.
(2) Prepositions take a decidedly more prominent role in the NT in places where
a simple case (especially the acc.) would have been used in earlier times. Many
such prepositions take other than the accusative case. (3) The high proportion of
genitive uses is apparently due, in part, to the Semitic influence (e.g., the
“Hebrew” or attributive gen.).

General Definition

Although the accusative can justifiably be considered the default case in clas-
sical Greek, more nuancing is required to understand its role in the NT. Yes, the
accusative was certainly the unmarked case as far as direct objects were concerned.

81

1 See ExSyn 176–205. The following accusatives are rare categories that the average inter-
mediate Greek student can ignore: cognate accusative (189–90), pendent accusative (198), and
accusative in oaths (204–5).
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ExSyn 179–205

But for most other categories, it carried some semantic force. It is for this reason
that we cannot simply call it the undefined case in the NT.

Instead, the least objectionable umbrella for the accusative uses is to describe
it as the case of extent, or limitation. “The accusative measures an idea as to its
content, scope, direction.”3 It is primarily used to limit the action of a verb as to
extent, direction, or goal. Thus it most frequently answers the question, “How far?”
In many respects, this will be a fluid, undefined idea. The precise force of the
accusative is determined by its lexeme and that of the verb.

Relation to the Other Oblique Cases

The accusative is similar to the genitive in that both cases have as part of their
root idea limitation. But the genitive limits as to quality while the accusative limits
as to quantity.

Also, the accusative and the dative are similar in that both cases are primarily
related to the verb. However, the dative is concerned about that to which the
action of the verb is related/located/or by which it is accomplished, while the
accusative is concerned about the extent and the scope of the verb’s action.

SPECIFIC USES 
The accusative categories can be generally grouped under one of three

rubrics: substantival, adverbial, and after certain prepositions. These groupings
are not entirely discrete, but may be viewed as helpful guides.
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2 The breakdown of acc. forms is as follows: 8815 nouns, 5009 pronouns, 5889 articles,
957 participles, 2435 adjectives (for a total of 23,105).

3 Robertson, Grammar, 468. Even this does not cover every usage.

Chart 14
Frequency of Cases in the New Testament2

Nominative
31%

Genitive
25%

Accusative
29%

Dative
15%

Vocative 
   <1%
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Substantival Uses of the Accusative ExSyn 179–99

➡1. Accusative Direct Object ExSyn 179–81

a. Definition. The accusative substantive indicates the immediate object of
the action of a transitive verb, receiving the action of the verb. In this way it lim-
its the verbal action. This usage is so common as to be routine: when one sees an
accusative substantive, one normally should think of it as the direct object; con-
versely, when one anticipates the direct object, the case expected is usually the
accusative.

b. Clarification and significance. In this use, the accusative will be related to
a transitive verb. The verb is typically in the active voice, but some verbs in the
middle or even the passive (deponents) take a direct object. Note that the accu-
sative case is not the only case for the direct object; the genitive and dative also
can, with certain kinds of verbs, function as the direct object. The exegetical sig-
nificance of the direct object will normally be when a case other than the accusa-
tive is used (thus the acc. is the unmarked case as far as direct object is concerned).

c. Illustrations
Matt 5:46 eja©n ajgaphvshte tou©ß ajgapwçntaß uuJJmmaaççßß

if you love those who love you
Just as uJmaçß is the direct object of the participle ajgapwçntaß, so
ajgapwçntaß is the direct object of the finite verb, ajgaphvshte.

Mark 2:17 oujk h\lqon kalevsai ddiikkaaiivvoouußß ajlla© aaJJmmaarrttwwlloouuvvßß
I did not come to call the righteous but sinners

Rom 8:28 toiçß ajgapwçsin to©n qeo©n ppaavvnnttaa sunergeiç [oJ qeo©ß] eijß ajgaqovn
God causes all things to work together for good to those who
love God

Sometimes it is difficult to tell whether a particular sentence
even has a direct object. In this instance, such doubt is due to
textual uncertainty and the syntactical range of the verb. If oJ
qeovß is not authentic, then the verse could be translated “All
things work together for good.”4

➡2. Double Accusative of Person-Thing ExSyn 181–82

a. Definition. Certain verbs take two direct objects, one a person and the
other a thing. The thing is the nearer object; the person is the more remote
object. Another way to put this is that the person is the object affected, while the
thing is the object effected. This is a fairly common category.

b. Amplification. Typically we would expect the accusative of person to be in
the dative rather than the accusative case. Thus “I teach you Greek,” means the
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same thing as “I teach Greek to you.” But in Greek certain verbs take two
accusatives rather than a dative of person and accusative of thing. In most
instances the person receives the thing, just as a dative indirect object receives a
direct object (hence, the person is considered the more remote object). The verbs
used with person-thing double accusatives involve: (1) teaching, reminding; (2)
clothing, anointing; (3) inquiring, asking; and (4) other causative ideas.

c. Illustrations
Mark 6:22 ai[thsovn mmee oo{{ eja©n qevlh/ß

ask me[p] [for] whatever[th] you wish

John 14:26 ejkeiçnoß uuJJmmaaççßß didavxei ppaavvnnttaa
he will teach you[p] all things[th]

Heb 1:9 e[crisevn ssee. . . ee[[llaaiioonn
he anointed you[p] with oil[th]

➡3. Double Accusative of Object-Complement ExSyn 182–89

a. Definition. An object-complement double accusative is a construction in
which one accusative substantive is the direct object of the verb and the other
accusative (either noun, adjective, participle, or infinitive) complements the object
in that it predicates something about it. The complement may be substantival or
adjectival. This common usage occurs only with certain kinds of verbs.

The proper label for the direct object in such a construction is “object in
object-complement construction”; for the complement, “complement in object-
complement construction,” or simply “the object complement.”5

b. Structural and semantic clues. This usage of the accusative is exegetically
strategic in many texts. It is therefore important to understand how to identify it
as well as how to interpret it. There is no one key to identification, but several
features of this construction should be noted:

• The direct object usually combines with the verb to form a new verbal idea
that has another accusative (the complement) as its object.

• Like the person-thing double accusative, this usage is lexically nuanced.
That is to say, it is related to a particular kind of verb.6 But every verb that
can take such a construction is not required to do so. This creates special
problems in exegesis: not infrequently a crucial issue in the text is decided
on the basis of whether the two accusatives are appositional or object-
complement.

• Occasionally, the construction is marked by the presence of eijß or wJß before
the complement, or ei\nai between the two accusatives. Although such ele-
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5 Note that the lack of hyphen indicates this acc. term; the hyphen (object-complement)
refers to the whole construction.

6 See ExSyn 183, n. 24 for a list of verbs used.
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ments are usually lacking, one should normally translate the construction
with “as,” “to be,” or “namely” between the two accusatives.

• Frequently, the complement is an adjective. When this is the case, it is
always a predicate adjective. The object is, in such cases, usually articular.

c. Identification and semantics of the components

(1) IDENTIFICATION OF THE COMPONENTS

Identification of the components in the construction is also not a given.
Although normally the object comes first, twenty percent of the examples reverse
this order. However, it is easy to determine which is which because the object-
complement construction is semantically equivalent to the subject-predicate nominative
construction. This is because such a construction is an embedded subject-predicate
nominative clause. Thus, the principles used to sort out subject from predicate
nominative can equally be used here. Specifically:

• If one of the two is a pronoun, it will be the object;
• If one of the two is a proper name, it will be the object;
• If one of the two is articular, it will be the object.7

(2) SEMANTICS OF THE COMPONENTS

In general, the semantics (not the identification) of the components is guided
by word order. On a continuum from definite to qualitative to indefinite, the
object will normally fall in the definite range, while the complement will tend
toward the qualitative-indefinite range. Thus, for example, in Acts 28:6 the
islanders on Malta claim Paul to be “a god” (e[legon aujto©n ei\nai qeovn).

But when the order of the elements is reversed, the complement tends toward
the definite-qualitative range. This is no doubt due to the prominence of its loca-
tion in the clause: the more it is thrust forward, the more specific it becomes.
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7 The “pecking order” between these elements seems to be the same as for the S-PN con-
struction (see Predicate Nominative [use 2] in the chapter on the nominative): pronouns take
priority, followed by (apparently) proper names, then articular nouns.

Chart 15
The Semantics of the Object-Complement Construction

Order: Order:
Complement-Object Object-Complement

Complement Object Object Complement

Def Qualitative Def Def Qualit Indef
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d. Illustrations. The principal verbs that can take an object-complement con-
struction can be organized into six semantic fields: calling, designating, confess-
ing; making, appointing; sending, expelling; considering, regarding; having,
taking; and declaring, presenting.

(1) CLEAR EXAMPLES

Matt 22:43 Daui©d ejn pneuvmati kaleiç aauujjttoo©©nn kkuuvvrriioonn
David in the Spirit calls him[obj] Lord[comp]

John 4:46 ejpoivhsen ttoo©© uu{{ddwwrr ooii\\nnoonn
he turned the water[obj] [into] wine[comp]

Rom 3:25 oo}}nn proevqeto oJ qeo©ß iiJJllaasstthhvvrriioonn
whom[obj] God put forth [as] a propitiation[comp]

Rom 6:11 logivzesqe eeJJaauuttoouu©©ßß ei\nai nneekkrroouu©©ßß thç/ aJmartiva/
consider yourselves[obj] to be dead[comp] to sin

(2) DEBATABLE PASSAGES8

John 4:54 ttoouuççttoo ddeeuuvvtteerroonn sshhmmeeiiççoonn ejpoivhsen oJ ∆Ihsouçß
Jesus made this[obj] [to be] the second sign[comp]

Rom 10:9 eja©n oJmologhvsh/ß ejn twç/ç/ stovmativ sou kkuuvvrriioonn ∆∆IIhhssoouuççnn . . .
swqhvsh/
if you confess with your mouth Jesus [as] Lord . . . you shall
be saved (or, “if you confess with your mouth [that] Jesus [is]
Lord . . . ”)

Titus 2:10 ppaaççssaann ppiivvssttiinn ejndeiknumevnouß aajjggaaqqhhvvnn
showing all faith [to be] good

4. Predicate Accusative ExSyn 190–92

a. Definition and amplification. The accusative substantive (or adjective)
stands in predicate relation to another accusative substantive. The two will be
joined by an equative verb, either an infinitive or participle. Neither type is espe-
cially frequent outside of Luke or Paul.

There are two types of predicate accusatives. The first one is similar to the
predicate genitive and the predicate dative. That is, it is (normally) simple appo-
sition made emphatic by a copula in participial form.

Second, there is the predicate accusative in which one accusative is the sub-
ject of the infinitive and the second makes an assertion about the first. Thus, it is
similar to the nominative subject and predicate nominative construction. Fre-
quently the infinitive will be in indirect discourse.9
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8 For a discussion of these texts, see ExSyn 187–89.
9 The examples in this second category also usually belong to the object-complement cat-

egory, though several are in result or purpose clauses introduced by eijß.
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b. Illustrations
Luke 4:41 h[/deisan ttoo©©nn CCrriissttoo©©nn aujto©n ei\nai

they knew that he was the Christ
Eph 2:1 uJmaçß o[ntaß nneekkrroouu©©ßß toiçß paraptwvmasin

although you were dead in [your] trespasses

➡5. Accusative Subject of the Infinitive ExSyn 192–97

a. Definition and amplification. The accusative substantive frequently func-
tions semantically as the subject of the infinitive. Though older grammars insist
that technically this is an accusative of respect, from a descriptive and functional
perspective it is better to treat it as subject. This is a common use of the accusa-
tive, especially with personal pronouns.

Normally the subject of the infinitive is the same as the subject of the main
verb and thus is in the nominative case. But when the infinitive requires a differ-
ent agent, it is almost always put in the accusative case.

(1) ENGLISH ANALOGIES

Though this usage of the accusative is difficult to grasp, it is not without some
parallels in English. In the sentence “She wanted me to learn something,” “me”
is both the direct object of “wanted” and the subject of “to learn.” Greek usage is
similar, though more varied.

(2) AN INFINITIVE WITH TWO ACCUSATIVES

Often in the NT a construction will have an accusative subject as well as an
accusative predicate or an accusative direct object. In such cases, how can one tell
which is which? For example, in Phil 1:7 does dia© to© e[cein mmee ejn thç/ kardiva/ uuJJmmaaççßß
mean “because I have you in my heart” or “because you have me in your heart”?
Early analyses suggested that word order or proximity to the infinitive were the
determining factors. But word order has since been shown to be at best a second-
ary consideration, and only with certain kinds of constructions. More recently,
two types of constructions have been detected, each with its own set of “rules”:

• Subject accusative-predicate accusative (S-PA) constructions need to be
treated just like their nominative counterparts. Neither word order nor prox-
imity to the infinitive are helpful guides for determining the subject. What
matters is whether one of the accusatives is a pronoun or articular or a
proper name (in which case, it is the subject term).10

• Subject accusative-direct object (S-DO) constructions need to be ana-
lyzed differently since there is no semantic correlation between this con-
struction and the S-PA construction. There are only a few potentially
ambiguous passages and the rest, regardless of word order, can be deciphered
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by applying common sense (e.g., noticing the context). Perhaps further analy-
sis outside the NT may shed further light on this S-DO construction.

b. Illustrations

(1) UNAMBIGUOUS CONSTRUCTION (WITH ONE ACCUSATIVE SUBSTANTIVE)

Matt 22:3 ajpevsteilen ttoouu©©ßß ddoouuvvlloouußß aujtouç kalevsai tou©ß keklhmevnouß
he sent his servants to call those who had been invited

(2) POTENTIALLY AMBIGUOUS CONSTRUCTION (WITH TWO ACCUSATIVES)11

The first example below is an S-PA construction involving an equative verb as
the infinitive; the second is an S-DO construction with a transitive verb infinitive.

Acts 28:6 e[legon aauujjttoo©©nn ei\nai qeovn
they were saying that he was a god

In the S-PA construction, just as with subject-predicate nom.
constructions (S-PN), if one of the two is a pronoun, it is the
subject.

Luke 2:27 ejn tw/ç eijsagageiçn ttoouu©©ßß ggoonneeiiççßß to© paidivon ∆Ihsouçn
when the parents brought in the child Jesus

Obviously, common sense is helpful in determining which acc.
is the subject and which is the object!

6. Accusative of Retained Object ExSyn 197

a. Definition. The accusative of thing in a double accusative person-thing
construction with an active verb retains its case when the verb is put in the pas-
sive. The accusative of person, in such instances, becomes the subject. For exam-
ple, “I taught you the lesson” becomes, with the verb converted to a passive, “You
were taught the lesson by me.” In this case, the accusative of person (“you”)
becomes the subject (nom.), the accusative of thing (“the lesson”) is retained.
This use of the accusative occurs most frequently with causative verbs, though it
is rare in the NT.

b. Illustrations
1 Cor 12:13 pavnteß ee}}nn ppnneeuuççmmaa ejpotivsqhmen

all were made to drink [of] one Spirit
“All” is the person, put in the nom. with passive verbs. The acc.
of thing, “one Spirit,” is retained. If the verb had been in the
active voice, the text would be read: “he made all to drink of one
Spirit” (ejpovtise pavnta e}n pneuçma).

2 Thess 2:15 krateiçte ta©ß paradovseiß aa}}ßß ejdidavcqhte
hold fast to the traditions that you were taught
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➡7. Accusative in Simple Apposition ExSyn 198–99

a. Definition. Though not technically a syntactical category, the accusative
case (as well as the other cases) can be an appositive to another substantive in the
same case. An appositional construction involves two adjacent substantives that
refer to the same person or thing and have the same syntactical relation to the
rest of the clause. The first accusative substantive can belong to any accusative
category, and the second is merely a clarification of who or what is mentioned.
Thus, the appositive “piggy-backs” on the first accusative’s use, as it were. It is a
common use of the accusative, though occasionally the function of the trailing
accusative substantive may be difficult to determine.

b. Illustrations
Acts 16:31 pivsteuson ejpi© to©n kuvrion ∆∆IIhhssoouuççnn kai© swqhvsh/ suv

believe in the Lord Jesus and you will be saved

Eph 1:7 ejn w/| e[comen th©n ajpoluvtrwsin dia© touç ai{matoß aujtouç, tthh©©nn
aa[[ffeessiinn twçn paraptwmavtwn
in whom we have the redemption through his blood, the for-
giveness of [our] trespasses

Adverbial Uses of the Accusative ExSyn 199–205

The difficulty with most adverbial accusatives is that they do not find ready
analogies with English. The accusative in classical Greek was the workhorse of
the oblique cases, functioning in many different capacities. But when the Koine
language was born and nonnatives began to speak Greek, the adverbial accusatives
took on a more restricted role. Many were replaced by datives or prepositional
phrases. Hence, the modern student can take some measure of comfort in know-
ing that the unnatural feel of many adverbial accusatives was shared by other
peoples learning this language as well.

8. Adverbial Accusative (Accusative of Manner) ExSyn 200–201

a. Definition. The accusative substantive functions semantically like an
adverb in that it qualifies the action of the verb rather than indicating quantity or
extent of the verbal action. It frequently acts like an adverb of manner, though
not always (hence, the alternative category title is really a subcategory, although
the most frequently used one). Apart from the occurrence with certain words, this
usage is not common.12
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12 Many grammarians lump adverbial acc. and acc. of respect together. This is certainly
legitimate, but our treatment of the adverbial acc. is more restrictive. Generally speaking, we
consider an adverbial acc. noun to be one that can be translated like an adverb, while an acc. of
respect should receive the gloss “with respect to. . . . ”

01_Basics.Part 1  4/16/04  1:22 PM  Page 89



b. Amplification and caution. This usage has structural similarities to a cog-
nate accusative, but there the similarity ends. It is restricted to a certain group of
words that, historically, were used adverbially. That is to say, many adverbs devel-
oped from the accusative form of the noun or (especially) the adjective.

There are two distinct kinds of adverbial accusatives: nominal and adjectival
(one example of each is provided below). The noun dwreavn is frequently used for
an adverbial accusative. But few other nouns are so used. There is a much larger
number of adjectives that are used adverbially.

c. Illustrations
Matt 10:8 ddwwrreeaa©©nn ejlavbete, ddwwrreeaa©©nn dovte

you received freely, freely give

Matt 6:33 zhteiçte de© pprrwwççttoonn th©n basileivan touç qeouç
but seek first the kingdom of God

➡9. Accusative of Measure (or Extent of Space or Time) ExSyn 201–3

a. Definition. The accusative substantive indicates the extent of the verbal
action. This can either be how far (extent of space) or for how long (extent of
time). The usage is quite rare with space, though somewhat common with time.

b. Key to identification and clarification. Supply before the accusative for the
extent of or (with reference to time) for the duration of.

This use of the accusative has in view the basic idea of this case: limitation as
to extent. The accusative of space answers the question, “How far?” while the
accusative of time answers the question “How long?” It is important to specify to
which subgroup a particular accusative belongs (i.e., whether it is the acc. of time
or the acc. of space).

With w{ra the accusative functions like a dative of time in that it answers the
question “When?” In such instances, the accusative should simply be labeled an
accusative of time (rather than acc. of extent of time).

c. Illustrations
(1) ACCUSATIVE FOR EXTENT OF SPACE

John 6:19 ejlhlakovteß ou\n wJß ssttaaddiivvoouußß ei[kosi pevnte h] triavkonta
therefore, when they had rowed about twenty-five or thirty
stades

(2) ACCUSATIVE FOR EXTENT OF TIME

Matt 4:2 nhsteuvsaß hhJJmmeevvrraaßß tesseravkonta kai© nnuuvvkkttaaßß tesseravkonta
fasting forty days and forty nights

Had the evangelist said that Jesus was fasting forty days and
forty nights with the genitive of time, it would have meant that
he was fasting during that time period, but not necessarily for
the whole of it.
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d. Summary of genitive, dative, and accusative of time. One way to remem-
ber the distinctions between the cases used for time is to remember the root idea
of each case. However, under the five-case system this may prove a bit confusing.
Therefore, for the cases used for time, it may be helpful to think in terms of the
eight-case system. The root idea of the genitive is kind. Thus the genitive of time
expresses the kind of time or time within which. The root idea of the locative (not
dat.) is position, expressing point in time. The root idea for the accusative is extent.
Thus the accusative of time expresses the extent of time.

One illustration may help. If I were to say, “I worked last night” it could mean
(1) during the night, (2) all night, or (3) at a point of time in the night. But in
Greek, the case of night would indicate what I meant. If I had said nuktovß (gen.),
I would mean “during the night.” If I had said nuktiv (dat.) I would mean “at a point
of time in the night (e.g., 1 a.m.).” If I had said nuktav (acc.) I would mean “for the
length of the night.” This can be illustrated graphically as well (see chart 16 below).

Chart 16
The Cases for Time

10. Accusative of Respect or (General) Reference ExSyn 203–4

a. Definition and key to identification. The accusative substantive restricts
the reference of the verbal action. It indicates with reference to what the verbal
action is represented as true. An author will use this accusative to qualify a state-
ment that would otherwise typically not be true. This accusative could thus be
called a frame of reference accusative or limiting accusative. This is not common
in Koine Greek.

Before the accusative substantive you can usually supply the words with ref-
erence to or concerning. Because this usage is rare in the NT, it should be employed
as a last resort—that is, only after other categories are exhausted.

b. Illustrations
Rom 10:5 Mwuüshçß ga©r gravfei tthh©©nn ddiikkaaiioossuuvvnnhhnn th©n ejk touç novmou

for Moses writes that, with reference to the righteousness
that comes from the law

Rev 1:20 ttoo©© mmuusstthhvvrriioonn twçn eJpta© ajstevrwn ou}ß ei\deß ejpi© thçß dexiaçß mou
. . . oiJ eJpta© ajstevreß a[ggeloi eijsin . . .
as for the mystery of the seven stars which you saw in my right
hand . . . the seven stars are angels . . .
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nuktovß

nuktav

6 pm 7 8 9 10 11 12 am 1 2 3 4 5 6 am
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Special Uses of the Accusative

➡11. Accusative After Certain Prepositions ExSyn 205

Definition and clarification. Certain prepositions take the accusative after
them. See the chapter on prepositions for discussion. For review of which prepo-
sitions take which cases, cf. Mounce, Basics of Biblical Greek, 55–62.

When an accusative follows a preposition, you should not attempt to identify
the accusative’s function by case usage alone. Rather, consult BAGD for the spe-
cific usage of that case with that preposition.
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