Granville Sharp's Rule
Remarks on the uses of the Defi

Containing

By Granville Sharp - 10th June, 1778

inite  Article in the

Many New Proofs of
from Passages which are Wrongly Translated in the Common English Version.

Greek Text of the New Testament,

Divinity of Christ,

Rule

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

farther description of the first-named person, as -

Mat. 12:22. TOV TUQAOV KOL KOPOV

the blind and  dumb
2Cor. 13, 0 ©eog xau Matnp
the  God and Father
6 Iotnp TOV OIKTIpHev Kot 8eog
the Father ofthe  compassions and God
2 Cor. 11:31, 0 ©eog xar [latnp
the God and Father
Eph. 6:21, & ayammtog odedgog Ko mgtog diakovog
the beloved brother and faithfual minister
Heb. 3:1, T0V QROCTOAOV KOL OpyLEPED
the apostle and high priest
2 Pet. 2220, Tov Kvpov ko Zwotnpog
the Lord and Savipur

ou Kupuov kot Zotnp
the Lornd and Saviour,

2 Pet. 3:2,

2 Pet. 3:18, ToU Kuplov fuov ko
the Lord of us and :

Philippians, 4:20, To 8 ©en kot
the Now God

and
Rev. 16:15, O ypnMyopwv KOl TTPW
the

one walching amd one keeg

Col. 2:2, tov Beov xau [latpog
e God  and  Father

| Thes. 3:11, 0 ©eog lcm Natnp
the God Father

James, 1:27. T Bew xar [Jlay
the Gnd and Father

And there is no exception or instance of the like mode of expression, that | know of, which necessarily requires a construction
different from what is here laid down, EXCEPT the nouns be proper names, or in the plural number; in which cases there are many
exceptions; though there are not wanting examples, even of plural nouns, which are expressed exactly agreeable to this rule. ...

The rules which follow are intended only to illustrate the particularity of the several sentences which fall under the first rule,
by showing, in other sentences, the different senses that are occasioned by adding, omitting, or repeating, the article, as well with

the copulative as without it.
Rule

A repetition of the article before the second noun, if the copulative be omitted, will have the same effect and power: for, it denotes
a farther description of the same person, property, or thing, that is expressed by the first noun. Examples:

Luke, 1:47. @ ©ew 1@ IZwotnpt
the God the Saviour

Luke, 2:26. TOU [IVvELROTOG TOL  @ylov

F—- Spart the: holy.
John, 1:29. 6 ouvog TV ©Ge0v 0 POV
the lamb of the God the  taking
John, 4:42. & Zwnp TOV XOOWOV, O XpLOoTOg
the Saviour of the world, the Christ

John, 5:23. 1OV ROTEPO TOV

John, 6:27. 1:_1|_ Bpwowv v amo]

food the perishir

HLBp(-mvz_rj_uz'

the

6 Matnp tmppu'rwev

the Father

Johm, 20:31. 0 Inooug eotiv & X
the Jlesus ] the Chri

Heb. 13:20. TOV mowueva tov mpofa

the  shepherd of the sheep
EV oipat dabnkng o
in  blood covenant of

1



Except when genitive cases depend on one another in succession, as -

2 Cor. 4:3. 10V sgvayyediov 1o dong tov  Xpiotou Coloss. 2:2. TG TATPOPOPLAG EE
of the  gospel the  glory ofthe  Christ of the full assurance
0¢ EOTIV Elkov 10U Oe0V TOV QOPaTOV EXLYUOOLY TOU  UOGTT
who s image of the God of the invisible full knowledge of the  mystery
Rule

1.
And the omission of the copulative between two or more nouns (of the same case) of personal description or application, even

without the article before the second noun, will have the same effect: viz. will denote farther description of the same person,
property, or thing, that is expressed by the first noun, as in the following examples:

Rom. 2:19,20. O08yov Evol TUQAmv, Qg TOV EV Tit. 1:1. E doviog Beov,
a guide 10 be af blind [persons] a light  of the [ones] in a slave of God, a
OKOTEL, MOLBEVINV Oppovmv,
darkness an instructor of foolish [persons] | Tim. 1:1. n“ulog AEDUTU.]LDG I-r.‘
!
Sifaoxkalov VMLV, Paul aposile of
a teacher of infants

Be0  owPos  TUOV,

of God  saviour of us

Ephes. 5:20, 21. tov Kvypiov nuov Inoov Kpigtou,
of the Laord of us Jesus Christ

Rule Iv.
Yet it is otherwise when the nouns are not of personal description or application; for then they denote distinct things or qualities: as

I Tim. 1:2. xopio, EAgog, Emﬂvn

prace, TRETCY.

2 Tim. 1:2; Titus 1:4 Xopig, EAeog,
Erae, MmErCy,
Rule V.

And as also when there is no article before the first noun, the insertion of the copulative kai before the next noun, or name, of the
same case, denotes a different person or thing from the first: as in the following examples -

Ephes. 4:31. mxpia, xat Bupog, kot 0py1n.  wo Ephes. 1:2, Gal. 1:3, Philem. 3. Ephes
bitlerness  and anger and wrath and
Epnw tolg  aderpoig
xpovyn, kot Brocenuic, Grace i brotbers
clamaor and  blasphemy n K
This last sentence contains four examples of the fifth rule. F’f;m L :5“ mupwﬂ

2 Cor. 1:2. Xopig bpwv ko Epnvn

Grace 10 you and peace EphES‘-. 4:6, fEl'; BEO‘; KOL  moInp
one  God and Father
Ocov Matpog fpav kan Kupiov
God Father of us
Rule VI.

And as the insertion of the copulative kai between nouns of the same case, without articles, (according to the fifth rule,) denotes

that the second noun expresses a different person, thing, or quality, from the preceding noun, so, likewise, the same effect attends
the copulative when each of the nouns are preceded by articles, as in the following examples -



John 1:17. 1] Yopig xai 1 clinBeia
the grace and  the wuth

John 2:22. T Ypo®n, Xoi Tw AOYQ
the  scripture, amd the  word

Col. 2:2.

ov

of the
me

of the

Beov xat [latpoc,
Grod and Father,

goglag xatr  Img Y

wisdom and of the ks

2 Tim. 1:5 I popun oov Aot

the

grandmother  of thee Lo

John 11:44 Toug modOg KOl TOG YELPUC
the feet and the hands

the glory and

Except distinct and different actions are intended to be attributed to one and the same person; in which case, if the sentence is
not expressed agreeably to the three first rules, but appears to be an exception to this sixth rule, or even to the fifth, (for, this
exception relates to both rules,) the context must explain or point out plainly the person to whom the two nouns relate: as in -

1 Pet. 4:11. 1 dofa xoit 10 xpatog
the maght

1 Cor. 1:24. Beov duvapulvy xar Beov ocopLay Rev. 20:2. TOV OQLV  TOV  Opjoo
of God  power and of God wisdom the serpent the old,
SuaBolog xat  catova
Deval and Salan
Exceptions to the fifth rule,
and in -
| Thess 3:6. EABovTtog TyuoBeov r:p-m; Hos ap' Lpov Rev. 1:17.18. I EL O MPWTOG K
Coming Timothy [1E] from  you A lhq: First ar
KOl EVOYYEAMGOUEVOV fu1v xar O Cov*
ad  announcing good news 0 us and  the living [onc)
Rev. 2:8 TOBE  AEYEL O MPWOTOG KO
John 20:28. Kot anexpidn o Bmpug, Kol ELREV These things says  the first and
and  answersd the Thomas and sand
Rev. 22:13 Eym Et T0 A Kat
aviy & Kuplog pov xar O Segog  pov et el = = =
1o him the Lord of me  and the God of me ! am the Alpha and
b mpwtog xou O eoy
the  first and the  last

Exceptions to the sixth rule.

The various uses of the article and copulative, expressed in the last five rules and their exceptions, must amply illustrate, to
every attentive reader, the difference and particularity of those sentences which fall under the first principal rule; and therefore |
may now proceed with more confidence to point out several important corrections that ought to be made in our common
translation of the New Testament, if the several sentences, which fall under the first rule, be duly weighed and considered; -
corrections which may be fairly defended, | apprehend, by the authority of the several examples from which those rules were
formed.

Notes on
By Tim Warner

Sharp's rules are usually illustrated with a three, four, or five letter designation, as follows: TSKS, TSTS, TSS, SKS, TSKTS.
"T" represents the definite article (the) in Greek. "S" represents the "substantive" which can be a noun, adjective, or participle. "K"
represents the copulative "kai" (the Greek word for "and"). Therefore, the first rule, where the construction in Greek is "article -
substantive - kai - substantive™ would be illustrated as a "TSKS" construction.

Rule | (TSKS - singular, personal)
Sharp made it clear that his intent was only to prove rule | absolutely without exception. The other five rules are given to show
contrast with rule 1. However, the other five are quite helpful to the interpreter as well. Sharp himself claimed that Rule | was
absolutely without exception in the New Testament when applied to personal, singular nouns, that are not proper names.
However, the same rule holds true in most cases even with plural and non personal nouns. A typical TSKS construction would be
Eph. 1:3, "the God and Father.” Both "God" and "Father" refer to the same person.

Sharp's Rules



Rule 1 (TSTS - personal)
The second rule states that even with the article before the second noun, if "kai" is omitted, the effect is the same as the first rule.
Both nouns refer to the same person.

Rule 11 (TSS - personal)
The third rule modifies the second, both nouns still refer to the same person, whether the article is included or omitted before the
second noun, as long as "kai" is also omitted.

Rule v (TSS - non-personal)
The fourth rule is really an exception to the second and third rules. If the nouns are non-personal (things), the effect is just the
opposite -- they refer to different things.

Rule \% (SKS - personal or non-personal)
The fifth rule specifically applies to both personal and non personal nouns. When neither noun has the article, they refer to
different persons or things.

Rule Vi (TSKTS - personal or non-personal)
The sixth rule also applies specifically to both personal and non-personal nouns. The effect is exactly the same as the fifth rule.
When both nouns have the definite article, they refer to different things. Sharp was careful to explain the exceptions, which apply
to both the fifth and sixth rules. Notice that only personal nouns may fall under the exception, which is: when both nouns are
clearly stated within the context to refer to the same person. Examples are Thomas' exclamation, "My Lord and my God." Since in
the context he was clearly addressing both nouns to Jesus' person, this falls within the exception. Another example, where the same
person is addressed with two nouns, is Jesus' statement, "I am the first and the last." Since Jesus specifically applied both titles to
Himself within the context, this also falls within the exception to the sixth rule. When no such direct statement occurs within the
context applying both nouns to a single person, the nouns refer to different things or persons. Sharp was clear that any alleged
exceptions to the fifth or sixth rules MUST have a clear singular personal application or they cannot be considered exceptions. A
case in point is Matt. 28:19. "the name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit" (TSKTSKTS). The use of the article before
each noun indicates each of these are distinct persons. A similar construction occurs in 1 John 2:22 & 2 John 1:9, "the Father and
the Son" (TSKTS). Both of these passages, when viewed using Sharp's sixth rule, refute the Modalist (Oneness) view which denies
the Trinity, claiming that Jesus and the Father are one and the same person.

Many modern Greek Grammars include a section on Sharp's rule, and usually sumarize at least the first rule. Here is Vaughn
& Gideon's summary.

"If two nouns of the same case are connected by a "kai" [and] and the article is used with both nouns, they refer to different
persons or things. If only the first noun has the article, the second noun refers to the same person or thing referred to in the first.”
[Vaughn and Gideon, A Greek Grammar of the New Testament, (Nashville: Broadman Press, 1979), p. 83.]

You may notice that Vaughn & Gideon's version of Sharp's first rule does not limit it to exclusively personal, singular nouns,
but also includes plural and non-personal nouns in the first rule. The reason is because Sharp's initial version of his rule was broad,
as stated by Vaughn and Gideon. It included plural and non-personal nouns as well. However, there were occasional exceptions to
the rule. Because Sharp's goal was to convince the skeptic that there were several passages of Scripture that prove the deity of
Christ, which were wrongly translated in the KJV not appearing to support the deity of Christ (as Titus 2:13), and because those
skeptics, seeking to discredit Sharp's rule, found some exceptions to the first rule when applied to plural or non-personal nouns,
Sharp responded by more narrowly defining the first rule so that it was without any exceptions in the entire New Testament,
restricting it to personal singular nouns. However, we have found that even with an occasional exception, Sharp's first rule is quite
trustworthy as more broadly defined (as in Vaughn & Gideon's version above). To our knowledge, there is no such thing as a
grammatical rule that never has an exception. Sharp's rule more broadly defined is at least as reliable as any other grammatical
rule. We therefore recommend its use as a general rule even with plural and non-personal nouns unless there is something within
the context that forbids such an interpretation. But the burden of proof should always be on the one who says Sharp's rule does not
apply in a specific Sharp construction.



