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Introduction






1 The Purpose of the Enquiry

Regardless of the many foci that the discipline of New Testament studies may have, it
is ultimately based on the study of the Greek text of the New Testament as a point of
departure, which makes it a discipline where linguistics is a concern. One of the key
issues in New Testament Greek linguistics is the much-debated matter of how to
understand the Greek tenses.' Since more or less every clause in the New Testament
contains one or several verbs, this issue is omnipresent. The verb is virtually always in
focus since it concerns the action or state of someone or something, often in relation to
the action or state of another someone or something. The verb relates to all other
linguistic elements in the sentence, both bottom-up and top-down, which means that
the discussion of the Greek verb and the Greek tense system relates to all levels of the
language system, from morphology to textual discourse units, as well as to the actual
and real encyclopaedic world out there to which the verb refers and from which it
acquires its meaning. It all comes together in the cognitive dimension of the language
user, whether in language production or language comprehension, where a sense is
given a linguistic expression or a linguistic expression is attributed a sense.

The study of the use of the tenses in Ancient Greek has been a matter of interest for
a long time, in fact ever since the birth of historical linguistics at the beginning of the
19th century. Indeed, we could go further back to Aristotle, the Stoics and Dionysius
Thrax who to various degrees discuss the Greek tense system. In 1819 Philipp
Buttmann (1764-1829) published an influential Greek grammar, Ausfiibrliche
Griechische Sprachlebre,” later translated into English,” which includes a discussion on
Greek tense usage. As a part of a whole in this enquiry, attention was directed early on
to the particular use of the Greek tenses in Koine Greek as exemplified in the Greek of
the New Testament, such as in the work of Georg Winer from 1822, which was

1. When speaking about Greek, ‘tense’ refers to the verb forms that traditionally are referred to as
tenses, whereas in other contexts ‘tense’ is used in the sense of ‘grammaticalised reference to time.’

2. Philipp Buttmann, Ausfiihrliche griechische Sprachlehre, vol. 1 (Berlin: In der Myliussischen
Buchhandlung, 1819).

3. Philipp Buttmann, A Greek Grammar, trans. Edward Robinson (Andover: Flagg, Gould, and
Newman, 1833).

4. Georg Benedict Winer, Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Sprachidioms: als sichere Grundlage der
neutestamentlichen Exegese, 1 ed. (Leipzig: F. C. W. Vogel, 1822); see also Eng. translation from
1882 (Georg Benedikt Winer, A Treatise on the Grammar of New Testament Greek, trans. W.F.
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followed by multiple contributions that included treatments of the Greek tenses, such
as the works of Thomas Green (1842),> George Curtius (1846, 1856, 1863, 1877),°
Alexander Buttmann (1859, 1873),” Karl Brugmann (1885),® Ernest De Witt Burton
(1888),” William Goodwin (1889, 1894),"" Friedrich Blass (1896),"" Raphael Kiihner

10.

11.

20

Moulton, 3 ed. (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1882)); Daryl Schmidt argues that Winer’s
‘rationalist/rational’ grammar “seems to anticipate Chomsky’s attack on behaviorism” (Daryl D.
Schmidt, Hellenistic Greek Grammar and Noam Chomsky: Nominalizing Transformations, Society
of Biblical Literature Dissertation Series, vol. 62 (Chico, California: Scholars Press, 1981), 3-4);
see also Daryl D. Schmidt, “The Study of Hellenistic Greek Grammar in the Light of
Contemporary Linguistics,” Perspectives in Religious Studlies 11, (1984): 27-38, 28.

Thomas Sheldon Green, A Treatise on the Grammar of the New Testament Dialect: Embracing
Observations on the Literal Interpretation of Numerous Passages (London: Samuel Bagster, 1842).

Georg Curtius, Die Bildung der Tempora und Modi im Griechischen und Lateinischen
sprachvergleichend, Sprachvergleichende Beitrige zur griechischen und lateinischen Grammatik
(Berlin: Besser, 1846); Georg Curtius, Griechische Schulgrammatik (Prag: J. G. Calve, 1852);
Georg Curtius, Erliduterungen zu meiner Griechischen Schulgrammatik (Prag: Verlag von F.
Tempsky, 1863); Georg Curtius, Das Verbum der Griechischen Sprache: seinem Baue nach
dargestellt, vol. 1 & 2 (Leipzig: Verlag von S. Hirzel, 1873, 1876); later published in English
translation: Georg Curtius, The Greek Verb: Its Structure and Development, trans. Augustus S.
Wilkins and Edwin B. England, vol. 1 & 2 (London: John Murray, Albemarle Street, 1880).

Alexander Buttmann, Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Sprachgebrauchs (Berlin, 1859); Alexander
Buttmann and Joseph Henry Thayer, A Grammar of the New Testament Greek (Andover: W. F.
Draper, 1873).

Karl Brugmann and Albert Thumb, Griechische Grammatik: Lautlehre, Stammbildungs- und
Flexionslehre, Syntax, Vierte ed. (Miinchen: C.H. Beck’sche Verlagsbuchhandlung, 1913 [1885]).

Ernest De Witt Burton, Syntax of the Moods and Tenses in New Testament Greek, 3rd ed.
(Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1898 [1888]).

William Watson Goodwin, Syntax of the Moods and Tenses of the Greek Verb (London: Macmillan,
1889); William Watson Goodwin, A Greek Grammar, Revised ed. (London: Thomas Nelson,

1894).

Friedrich Blass, Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Griechisch (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck und
Ruprecht, 1896), followed by a number of revised editions involving various other scholars (Henry
Thackeray, Albert Debrunner, Robert Funk, Friedrich Rehkopf, Raphael Kiihner), such as the
following editions: Friedrich Blass and Henry St John Thackeray, Grammar of New Testament
Greek (London, New York: Macmillan and co., limited, 1898); Friedrich Blass, Grammatik des
neutestamentlichen Griechisch, 2. verb. und verm. Aufl. ed. (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck und
Ruprecht, 1902); Friedrich Blass and Albert Debrunner, Friedrich Blass’ Grammatik des
neutestamentlichen Griechisch, 4., ed. (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1913); Friedrich
Blass, Albert Debrunner, and Robert Walter Funk, A Greek Grammar of the New Testament and
Other Early Christian Literature (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1961); Friedrich Blass,
Albert Debrunner, and Friedrich Rehkopf, Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Griechisch, 14.,
vollig neubearb. u. erw. Aufl. ed. (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 1975); Raphael
Kiihner and Friedrich Blass, Ausfiibrliche Grammatik Der Griechischen Sprache, (Hannover: Verlag
Hahnsche Buchhandlung, 1978); Friedrich Blass, Albert Debrunner, and Friedrich Rehkopf,



& Bernhard Gerth (1904),"> James Hope Moulton (1908),"” Archibald Thomas
Robertson (1914)," Ludwig Radermacher (1925)," Jacob Wackernagel (1926),'° F. M.
Abel (1927),"” Pierre Chantraine (1927, 1938, 1966),'® Jean Humbert (1938, 1940),"
Eduard Schwyzer and Albert Debrunner (1950),” Charles Moule (1953)*' Martin
Sénchez Ruipérez (1954),”> Maximilian Zerwick (1963),” James Hope Moulton &
Nigel Turner (1963)* and Paul Friedrich (1974).”

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Griechisch, 15., durchges. Aufl. ed. (Géttingen: Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht, 1979).

Raphael Kithner and Bernhard Gerth, Ausfiibrliche Grammatik der griechischen Sprache. Zweiter
Teil: Satzlehre, Zweiter Band (Hannover und Leipzig: Hahnsche Buchhandlung, 1904).

James Hope Moulton, A Grammar of New Testament Greek: Vol. 1, Prolegomena., 3 ed.
(Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1908).

Archibald Thomas Robertson, A Grammar of the Greek New Testament in the Light of Historical
Research (Nashville: Broadman Press, 1914).

Ludwig Radermacher, Neutestamentliche Grammatik: Das Griechisch des Neuen Testaments im
Zusammenhang mit der Volkssprache, vol. 1 (Mohr, 1925).

Jacob Wackernagel, Vorlesungen Uber Syntax, 2 ed., vol. 1-2 (Basel: Emil Birkhiuser, 1926).
F. M. Abel, Grammaire du Grec biblique, suivie d’un choix de papyrus (Paris: Gabalda, 1927).

Pierre Chantraine, Histoire du parfait grec, Collection Linguistique (Paris: Honoré Champion,
1927); Pierre Chantraine, “Remarques sur les rapports entre les modes et les aspects en grec,”
Bulletin de la Société de Linguistique de Paris 40, (1938): 69-79; Pierre Chantraine, “Questions de
syntaxe grecque: 1. Encore ’EN APTAY, 2. Remarques sur 'emploi des thémes de présent et
daoriste,” Revue de Philologie 40, (1966): 37-45

Jean Humbert, “Verbal Aspect: Has it Evolved From Ancient to Modern Greek?,” The Link 1,
(1938): 21-28; Jean Humbert, “L’aorist indicatif: rend-il nécessairement le passé?,” Revue des études
anciennes 42, (1940): 187-191.

Eduard Schwyzer and Albert Debrunner, Griechische Grammatik: Auf der Grundlage von Karl
Brugmanns Griechischer Grammatik. Syntax und Syntaktische Stilistik / vervollstindigt und
herausgegeben von Albert Debrunner, vol. 2 (CH Beck’sche, 1950).

Charles Francis Digby Moule, An Idiom Book of New Testament Greek (Cambridge: University
Press, 1953).

Martin Sdnchez Ruipérez, Structure du systéme des aspects et des temps du verbe en grec ancien:
Analyse fonctionnelle synchronique, vol. 263 (Presses Univ. Franche-Comté, 1982 [1954]).

Maximilian Zerwick, Biblical Greek: Illustrated by Examples, Scripta Pontificii Instituti Biblici, vol.
114 (Rome: Pontificio Instituto Biblico, 1963).

James Hope Moulton, A Grammar of New Testament Greek. Vol 3, Syntax., ed. Nigel Turner
(Edinburgh: T & T Clark, 1963).

Paul Friedrich, “On Aspect Theory and Homeric Aspect,” International Journal of American
Linguistics (1974): S1-S44.
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The first full volume on the Greek tense system seems to have been Jens Holt’s
volume®® from 1943, and in 1973 Basil Mandilaras published a volume on the Greek
verb,”” but neither of these dealt with the Greek of the New Testament; this field of
study was first covered by Juan Mateos” and by Kenneth L. McKay; the latter
published works on the usage of the Greek tenses both in Ancient Greek in general”
and specifically in New Testament®® Greek.”' Johannes P. Louw also published works
on aspect in 1959, 1967, 1971 and 1975°* and on New Testament Greek semantics in
1982.% Works on the verb in Homeric and Classical Greek have been published by

26.  Jens Holt, “Etudes d’aspect,” in Aarsskrift for Aarhus Universiter, Acta Jutlandica (Copenhagen:
Universitetsforlaget i Aarhus / Ejnar Munksgaard, 1943).

27.  Basil G. Mandilaras, The Verb in the Greek Non-Literary Papyri (Athens: Hellenic Ministry of
Culture and Sciences, 1973).

28.  Juan Mateos, El aspecto verbal en el Nuevo Testamento (Madrid: Ediciones Cristiandad, 1977).

29.  Kenneth L. McKay, “The Use of Ancient Greek Perfect down to the End of the Second Century
AD,” Bulletin of the Institute of Classical Studies 12, (1965): 1-21; Kenneth L. McKay, “Further
Remarks on the ‘Historical’ Present and other Phenomena,” Foundations of Language 11, (1974):
247-251; Kenneth L. McKay, Greek Grammar for Students: A Concise Grammar of Classical Attic
with Special Reference to Aspect in the Verb (Department of Classics. The Australian National
University, 1974); Kenneth L. McKay, “On the Perfect and other Aspects in the Greek Non-
Literary Papyri,” Bulletin of the Institute of Classical Studies 277, no. 1 (1980): 23-49; Kenneth L.
McKay, “Aspects of the Imperative in Ancient Greek,” Antichthon 20, (1986): 41-58; Kenneth L.
McKay, “Aspectual Usage in Timeless Contexts in Ancient Greek,” in I the Footsteps of Raphael
Kiihner, ed. A. Rijksbaron, H. A. Mulder, and G. C. Wakker, (Amsterdam: J.C. Gieben, 1988).

30. Kenneth L. McKay, “On the Perfect and other Aspects in New Testament Greek,” Novum
Testamentum (1981): 289-329; Kenneth L. McKay, “Aspect in Imperatival Constructions in New
Testament Greek,” Novum Testamentum (1985): 201-226; Kenneth L. McKay, “Time and Aspect
in New Testament Greek,” Novum Testamentum 34, no. 3 (1992): 209-228; Kenneth L. McKay,
A New Syntax of the Verb in New Testament Greek: An Aspectual Approach (New York: Peter Lang,
1994).

31. D.A. Carson, “An Introduction to the Porter/Fanning Debate,” in Biblical Greck language and

Linguistics: Open Questions in Current Research, ed. Stanley E. Porter and D.A. Carson, JSNTSUP
80 (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1993), 20—21.

32. Johannes P. Louw, “On Greek Prohibitions,” Acta Classica 2, (1959): 43-57; Johannes P. Louw,
“Die Semantiese Waarde van die Perfektum in Hellenistese Grieks,” Acta Classica 10, (1967): 23-
32; Johannes P. Louw, “Verbal Aspek in Grieks,” Taalfasette 15, (1971): 13-26; Johannes P.
Louw, “Verbal Aspect in the First Letter of John,” Neotestamentica 9, (1975): 98-104.

33. Johannes P. Louw, Semantics of New Testament Greek. (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1982).
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Neal Wilkinson (1980),* Alfred Moorhouse (1982),%” Frangois-Xavier Druet (1983),%
Jean Carriere (1983)* and Albert Rijksbaron (1984, 1988).%*

Not too many years later the interest in the understanding of the Greek tenses in this
context was particularly brought into focus by the coincidental publication of two
monographs on tense in the Greek of the New Testament in 1989 by Stanley E. Porter”
and in 1990 by Buist M. Fanning,* followed by a considerable number of publications,
including that of Constantine R. Campbell in 2007,*' responding to or building on
their work. Moving ahead roughly another 10 years, a landmark-size volume on the
Greek verb and the tenses in Ancient Greek was published by Andreas Willi in 2018,%
avolume that marks a time from which a line can be traced back 200 years to Buttman’s
Greek Grammar from 1819, around the time when historical and comparative
linguistics arose.

The purpose of this enquiry is to explore and showcase the potential of various linguistic
theories, approaches and concepts etc. for the study of aspect and tense, since linguistic
parameters in general linguistics are critically decisive for the analysis of aspect and tense in
Ancient Greek as well as aspect related characteristics and for the outcome of such analyses.
The implied thesis is that earlier attempts to offer a linguistically informed analysis of the
New Testament Greek tense system, especially those of Porter, Fanning and Campbell (but
also later ones), to various degrees have failed due to lack of attention to insights from theories
with more explanatory power—some predating their works, others current at the time of

34. Neal K. Wilkinson, “”Aspect” in the Syntax of the Verb in the Poems of Homer: The Testing of a
Theory” (Ph.D. thesis, The Australian National University, 1980).

35.  Alfred Charles Moorhouse, The Syntax of Sophocles, vol. 75 (Leiden: Brill, 1982).

36.  Frangois-Xavier Druet, “L’Aspect en grec classique: une école de nuances,” Les études classiques 51,
(1983): 97-104.

37.  Jean Carriére, Stylistique grecque: l'usage de la prose attique, 3 ed., Tradition de '’humanisme 6
(Paris: Klincksieck, 1983).

38.  Albert Rijksbaron, The Syntax and Semantics of the Verb in Classical Greek: An Introduction
(Amsterdam: J.C. Gieben, 1984); Albert Rijksbaron, “The Discourse Function of the Imperfect,”
in In the Footsteps of Raphael Kiibner: Proceedings of the International Colloquium in
Commemoration of the 150th Anniversary of the Publication of Raphael Kiihner’s Ausfiibrliche
Grammatik Der Griechischen Sprache, II. Theil: Syntaxe, ed. Albert Rijksbaron, H. A. Mulder, and
Gerrigje Catharina Wakker, (Amsterdam: J. C. Gieben, 1988).

39.  Stanley E. Porter, Verbal Aspect in the Greek of the New Testament, With Reference to Tense and
Mood (Bern: Peter Lang, 1989).

40.  Buist M. Fanning, Verbal Aspect in New Testament Greek, Oxford Theological Monographs
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1990).

41.  Constantine R. Campbell, Verbal Aspect, the Indicative Mood, and Narrative: Soundings in the
Greek of the New Testament, Studies in Biblical Greek (New York: Peter Lang, 2007).

42.  Andreas Willi, Origins of the Greek Verb (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2018).
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their writing, yet others occurring later but not included in their later works or comments
on their earlier work—than the essentially structuralist models of Porter, Fanning and
Campbell. In a second volume, already written, I deal in detail with language typology
and grammaticalisation theory as well as the application of the theories covered in this
volume to Ancient Greek and particularly to the Greek of the New Testament, that is,
post-Classical Greek in the first century as manifested in the New Testament.” In the
second volume I also discuss in more detail the contributions of Porter (and those of
his followers), Fanning and Campbell, and other more recent contributions. A key
issue, particularly emphasised in the second volume, but which is also argued in this
volume, is that the synchronic tense system of the Greek of the New Testament is the
result of, depends on and can only be explained by previous diachronic developments
of tense usage in Homeric and Classical Greek. The Greek of the New Testament
should thus be understood within the framework of the development of Ancient Greek
from Homer onwards.

In the following sections of the introduction, I briefly discuss the standing of
linguistics in New Testament studies, the challenge of general linguistics in New
Testament Greek studies, the potential constituted by linguistic theories for the study
of tense and aspect in the Greek of the New Testament along with the issues in view,
and, finally, the scope of the enquiry, method, terms and structure.

43.  Geoffrey Horrocks asserts that the language in the New Testament is “a reasonably close reflection
of the everyday Greek of the majority of the literate population in the early centuries AD”
(Geoffrey C. Horrocks, Greek: A History of the Language and Its Speakers, 2nd ed. ed. (Chichester:
Wiley-Blackwell, 2010), 147); see also Porter’s discussion (Stanley E. Porter, “A Natural Language
Approach to Koine Greek Exegesis,” Biblical and Ancient Greek Linguistics 11, (2022-23): 69-100,

72-77).
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2 The Standing of Linguistics in New
Testament Studies

A longstanding issue in the study of the Greek tenses, whether explicitly or implicitly
s0, has been what linguistic tools or what linguistic approach or method to use. Even
early on, around the birth of the study of language in the second half of the 18th century
or when the historical-comparative approach came about, opinions were strong; fierce
battles were fought over the precise approach to the study of language, and even then
shiftings of Kuhnian magnitude took place, though they may seem less dramatic from
a hindsight perspective.

More recently the important role of the usage of a particular linguistic approach or
approaches for the study of tense and aspect in Greek has been underlined. In regard
to the three major contributors to the study of the New Testament Greek tense system,
Stanley Porter, Buist Fanning and Constantine Campbell, there is a considerable
difference concerning the extent to which they explicitly relate to linguistic theory:
Fanning is brief in stating his linguistic preference, Campbell devotes much more space
to a general discussion but leaves the reader with little information about his own
preferred approach,* whereas Porter discusses the matter of linguistic theory at length
both in general terms and specifically in regard to his own approach.” However, to be
fair to Fanning, it is striking that even though he pays little attention to linguistic
theory, his bottom-up approach and his findings approximate to a considerable extent
several of the most recent insights in linguistic theory, in particular by his attention to
the interaction between lexical and grammatical aspect, and the role of contextual
factors.” More recently, in 2017 and 2021, he also approached typological and
diachronic studies much more positively than in his dissertation.”” In this sense,

44.  On this point, see Conclusion of the chapter Systemic Functional Linguistics.

45.  Porter comments that Fanning and Campbell “possibly do not really have an articulable theory”
(Stanley E. Porter, Linguistic Analysis of the Greek New Testament: Studies in Tools, Methods, and
Practice (Grand Rapids, Michigan: Baker Academic, 2015), 200).

46.  Fanning, Aspect, 126-196.

47.  Buist M. Fanning, “Greek Tenses in John’s Apocalypse: Issues in Verbal Aspect, Discourse
Analysis, Diachronic Change,” in The Language and Literature of the New Testament, ed. Lois K.
Fuller Dow, Craig A. Evans, and Andrew W. Pitts, (Leiden/Boston: Brill, 2017), 347-48 and Buist
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Fanning seems to be the only one of these three contributors who has clearly developed
his view on the Greek tense system since the publication of their original PhD theses.*®
Like Fanning, Campbell notes the significance of interaction between lexical and
grammatical aspect—though there is in practice hardly any discussion on this topic—
and he recognises the importance of “aspectual contexts.”

Porter argues that modern linguistics first became a concern in biblical studies when
James Barr in 1961 criticised “abuses of modern structural linguistics” within biblical
studies.” However, Nicholas Ellis notes that the corrective influence of Barr led to the
decontextualisation of meaning and other excesses as well as scepticism towards the
value of cross-linguistic studies.’* Other early attempts at adopting structural linguistics
include works by Sawyer, Burres, Silva® in lexical studies, and works on grammar by
Kieffer, Louw, Silva, Schmidt, Wonneberger, Nida et al. and Levinsohn.>* Porter notes
that “the theoretical models applied to analysis of the Greek language have traditionally
been very few in number.”” Porter’s observation echoes the question put by Lars
Rydbeck as early as in 1975, asking what happened to studies in New Testament Greek
linguistics after Albert Debrunner.”® Many years later (2023), Porter made roughly the
same observation as in 1989, stating that “New Testament Greek study offers far fewer
linguistic theories than are to be found in the general field of linguistics.”” In 1989,

M. Fanning, “Response to Campbell’s Imperfective View of the Greek Perfect,” in The Perfect
Storm: Critical Discussion of the Semantics of the Greek Perfect Tense under Aspect Theory, ed. D. A.
Carson, (New York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021), 32—44.

48.  In Porter’s case, see e.g. Stanley E. Porter, “The Perfect Isn’t Perfect - it’s Stative: The Meaning of
the Greek Perfect Tense-Form in the Greek Verbal System,” in The Perfect Storm: Critical
Discussion of the Semantics of the Greek Perfect Tense under Aspect Theory, ed. D. A. Carson, (New
York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021), 108.

49.  Campbell, Aspect, 33, 107.
50.  James Barr, The Semantics of Biblical Language. (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1961).

51.  Porter, Aspect, 2; see also Jonathan M. Watt, Code-Switching in Luke and Acts, Berkley Insights in
Linguistics and Semiotics, vol. 31 (New York: Peter Lang, 1997), 2.

52.  Nicholas J. Ellis, “Biblical Exegesis and Linguistics,” in Linguistics and New Testament Greek: Key
Issues in the Current Debate, ed. David Alan Black and Benjamin L. Merkle, (Grand Rapids,
Michigan: Baker Academic, 2020), 238, 243.

53.  Moisés Silva, Biblical Words and Their Meaning: An Introduction to Lexical Semantics, Revised and
expanded ed. (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1983).

54.  Porter, Aspect, 2.
55.  Ibid,, 6.

56.  Lars Rydbeck, “What Happened to New Testament Greek Grammar After Albert Debrunner,”
New Testament Studies 21, no. 3 (1975): 424-427.

57.  Stanley E. Porter, Linguistic Descriptions of the Greek New Testament: New Studies in Systemic
Functional Linguistics (London: Bloomsbury T&T Clark, 2023), 9; for a similar point, see also
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Peter Cotterell and Max Turner argue in favour of “bringing together linguistics and
biblical interpretation.”® In 1995, Micheal Palmer notes that new linguistic theories
“are often highly technical and difficult to master,” but “can make significant
contributions to an accurate description of the language.”’ Also in 1995, Dennis L.
Stamps notes the difficulty of “pluralism in grammatical theory.”® Porter likewise notes
it is sometimes argued that “linguistics is a highly diverse field” and that “it is difficult
to know which type of linguistics one should use.”®' Carson, writing in 1999, laments
that though linguistics is a discipline “that has erupted with torrential force in the
twentieth century” it is “only now beginning to wash over NT studies.”® In 2004,
Porter comments that Greek linguistics within New Testament studies is a neglected
area.® Campbell, in his work from 2007, observes that linguistic approaches “are
adopted without due regard to competing models,” though he argues that there is an
“increasing awareness of the role of linguistic theory in grammatical analysis.”**
Furthermore, he argues that the modern linguist is obliged to not only explicitly apply
a linguistic approach but also to make the choice of an approach apparent to his
readers.®> In a later publication, Campbell states that “Greek grammarians are subject
to linguistic theory, whether or not they are aware of it and whether or not they are
explicit about it.”

Stanley E. Porter, “Linguistic Theory in Hebrew and Greek Language Study,” in Putting the Pieces
Together: Formalizing Units and Structures in the Biblical Languages, ed. Stanley E. Porter,
Christopher D. Land, and James D. Dvorak, Putting the Pieces Together ... (2024), 109.

58.  Peter Cotterell and Max Turner, Linguistics & Biblical Interpretation (Downers Grove, Illinois:
IVP Academic, 1989), 33.

59.  Micheal W. Palmer, Levels of Constituent Structure in New Testament Greek., Studies in Biblical
Greek, vol. 4 (New York: Peter Lang, 1995), 1.

60.  Dennis L. Stamps, “Interpreting the Language of St Paul: Grammar, Modern Linguistics, and
Translation Theory,” in Discourse Analysis and other Topics in Biblical Greek, ed. Stanley E. Porter
and Donald A. Carson, Journal for the Study of the New Testament Supplement Series 113
(Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1995), 131.

6l.  DPorter, Linguistic Descriptions of the Greek New Testament: New Studies in Systemic Functional
Linguistics, 2.

62. D.A. Carson, “Introduction to Introductions,” in Linguistics and the New Testament, ed. Stanley
E. Porter and D. A. Carson, Studies in New Testament Greek s (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic
Press, 1999), 18.

63.  Stanley E. Porter, “Greek Grammar and Syntax,” in The Face of New Testament Studies, ed. Scot
McKnight and Grant R. Osborne, (Grand Rapids, Michigan: Baker Academic Apollos, 2004), 76.

64.  Campbell, Aspect, 7, 16.
65. Ibid,, 16.

66.  Constantine R. Campbell, Advances in the Study of Greek: New Testament Insights for Reading the
New Testament (Grand Rapids, Michigan: Zondervan, 2015), 55.
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More recently, in 2016, Christopher Thomson expresses in indirect terms the need
for a better grounding in general linguistics in the study of the Greek tense system when
he states that the development of aspect studies among New Testament scholars
“reflects a misunderstanding of the linguistic literature.”” He argues for the need for
cross-linguistic studies about tense and aspect, and undertakes an excursion where he
addresses a few topics in this direction.®® David Alan Black, writing in 2020, notes a
recovery for linguistics as a discipline among New Testament scholars during the last
10-20 years, even though there has been some hesitancy in regard to the incorporation
of linguistics into the field of biblical studies.”” He further notes the multiplicity of
linguistic approaches and the need for those studying Greek to be acquainted with
several linguistic theories rather than just a preferred one.” Ellis asserts that “biblical
scholars can no longer afford not to do linguistics and be able to evaluate linguistic
truth claims.””" In this context he is critical of Porter’s rejection of alternative linguistic
approaches, such as cognitive linguistics, typological studies and prototype theory,
while at the same time he promotes his own linguistic approach, “[Porter] ends up
assuming the validity of this Systemic Functional Linguistic (SFL) school as the
governing model within biblical studies.””* Fanning is similarly critical of Porter’s far-
reaching claims.” Fanning argues that “Porter’s writings on aspect almost completely
ignore the work of other contemporary linguistics in favour of insisting that biblical
scholars simply accept his system and results,”* though he acknowledges Porter’s
broader concern” to include insights from various linguistic theories.”® Ellis argues that
“a turn to serious linguistic study has the power to provide an antidote to the chaos of

67.  Christopher J. Thomson, “What is Aspect? Contrasting Definitions in General Linguistics and
New Testament Studies,” in The Greek Verb Revisited: A Fresch Approach for Biblical Exegesis, ed.
Steven E. Runge and Christopher J. Fresch, (Bellingham: Lexham Press, 2016), 14.

68. Ibid., 18-38.

69.  David Alan Black, “Where did We Come from?,” in Linguistics and New Testament Greek: Key
Issues in the Current Debate, ed. David Alan Black and Benjamin L. Merkle, (Grand Rapids,
Michigan: Baker Academic, 2020), 2, s, 10.

70.  Ibid,, 6.
71.  Ellis, “Biblical Exegesis and Linguistics,” 230.
72, 1Ibid, 231.

73.  Buist M. Fanning, “Response to Porter’s Stative View of the Greek Perfect,” in The Perfect Storm:
Critical Discussion of the Semantics of the Greek Perfect Tense under Aspect Theory, ed. D. A. Carson,
(New York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021), 143—-146.

74. 1Ibid., 146.

75.  Stanley E. Porter, “Studying Ancient Languages from a Modern Linguistic Perspective: Essential
Terms and Terminology,” Filologia Neotestamentaria 2, (1989), 151.

76.  Fanning, “Response to Porter’s Stative View of the Greek Perfect,” 149.
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our own general linguistic ignorance.”” In 2023 Elizabeth Robar points out that
“schools of linguistic thought ... heavily influence how we interpret the biblical text,
which places a burden on the student and scholar not to remain ignorant about
formative influences behind their own interpretations.”®

It is noteworthy that Porter as late as 2020, when summarising the history of
linguistic development and particularly within biblical studies, comments that Wallace
gives the impression of being “familiar with the latest developments in Greek language
study” because he uses phrases such as “synchronic priority” and “structural priority,””
considering that the validity of these terms and what they represent were already
becoming out of touch with the latest developments in linguistics 50-60 years earlier as
well as the fact that Porter’s formal systemic-structuralist model, for the same reason,
was strictly speaking already dated in 1989 and in need of revision because of the
corrective  influences of more developed linguistic approaches, such as
grammaticalisation theory (Meillet (1912), Greenberg (1966), Kurylowicz (1965),
Givén (1971), Bybee (1985) and Bybee and Dahl (1989)), Dik’s Functional Grammar
(1978, 1989) and usage-based linguistics (Bybee (1985)). The same applies to Fanning,
also writing on tense in the Greek of the New Testament at the same time as Porter
and explicitly subscribing to a set of structuralist concepts, with no or little attention to
other linguistic approaches existing at the time. In fact, as early as in 1992 Martin
Haspelmath applies grammaticalisation theory to the understanding of the Greek tense
system, specifically the Perfect, drawing on the works of Bybee and Dahl (and even
Bybee et al.’s seminal work (1994) which was then in preparation®’).*!

Whether modern linguistics can really be said to have been applied in the works of
Porter and Fanning is thus both a matter of quality and quantity. Porter certainly made
an admirable effort to present a massive argument (1989) beyond what anyone could
ask for, but it remains a fact that other more up-to-date and developed linguistic
approaches were left out. Fanning too presents a well-argued volume (1990) on the

77.  Ellis, “Biblical Exegesis and Linguistics,” 232; on a few pages Ellis offers a helpful overview of
different linguistic theories and approaches (Ibid., 232-237).

78.  Elizabeth Robar, “Introduction,” in Linguistic Theory and the Biblical Text, ed. William A. Ross
and Elizabeth Robar, (Cambridge: Open Book Publishers, 2023), 1.

79.  Stanley E. Porter, “Where have all the Greek Grammarians Gone? And why should anyone
Care?,” Biblical and Ancient Greek Linguistics 9, (2020), 12; see also Stanley E. Porter, “Linguistic
Schools,” in Linguistics and New Testament Greek: Key Issues in the Current Debate, ed. David Alan
Black and Benjamin L. Merkle, (Grand Rapids, Michigan: Baker Academic, 2020), 17 and Stanley
E. Porter, New Testament Theology and the Greek Language: A Linguistic Reconceptualisation
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2022), 21.

80.  Martin Haspelmath, “From Resultative to Perfect in Ancient Greek,” Funcidn 11/12, (1992), 209.

81. Ibid.
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basis of a structuralist approach that was favoured at the time,** but, as noted, with little
attention to competing theories. As for Campbell, publishing his dissertation as late as
2007, it is noteworthy that he essentially replicates a systemic-structural approach some
40 years after grammaticalisation theory had its breakthrough, and some 20 years after
usage-based linguistics had its beginning, soon to outcompete, or at least essentially
correct, the systemic-structural approach, and more than 15 years after the
breakthrough of cognitive linguistics. However, it is clear that he is aware of the
grammaticalisation theory “which is complex and will not be entered into here.”® He
also refers to Evans’s observation®® of diachronic effects in the Greek tense system,
though he does not make use of these linguistic resources in his own analysis of the
Greek tense system.*

82. Thatis, in biblical studies that mostly has not made use of generative linguistics; on this point, see
Daryl Schmidt (Schmidt, Hellenistic Greek Grammar and Noam Chomsky: Nominalizing
Transformations, 67) and Stanley Porter (Porter, “Linguistic Theory in Hebrew and Greek
Language Study”, 106); in 1984 Schmidt, again, notes the relative lack of interest in generative
linguistics among New Testament scholars (Schmidt, “The Study of Hellenistic Greek Grammar
in the Light of Contemporary Linguistics”, 32). As for structural linguistics, Schmidt was too
quick to state in 1984 that it “has not proven to be the new dominant tradition in the study of
NT Greek grammar,” considering that 5-6 years later Porter and Fanning, and further ahead
Campbell, would all subscribe to some version of structuralism in their volumes on the New
Testament Greek tense system (Ibid., 31).

83.  Campbell, Aspect, 24.

84. Trevor V. Evans, Verbal Syntax in the Greck Pentateuch: Natural Greek Usage and Hebrew
Interference (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001).

85.  Campbell, Aspect, 23—24.
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3 The Challenge of General
Linguistics in New Testament

Greek Studies

A challenge in this context is how to include more than one linguistic approach in one’s
research. This is a difficulty with more than one layer. First, novel work is often done
by novel persons, such as PhD students who depend on the goodwill of their supervisor
who in his or her turn may have been trained in and/or developed a certain approach
and who may subscribe to a particular linguistic school. Second, linguistic tribalism
may make it difficult to even consider a competing approach: even when a linguistic
approach has obvious weaknesses scholars are often for various reasons willing to go out
of their way to defend their approach. Within the sociology of science the problem of
aversion towards other approaches than one’s own and the presence of the protective
shields provided by one’s own approach have been noted.* Porter aptly comments that
“being a master of several different methods is not just unpracticed but is often frowned
upon.” Third, to take into consideration two, three or even more approaches requires
an amount of time and effort beyond what may be available, not to mention the sheer
cognitive effort of “reloading” after having learnt and come to appreciate one
approach—then to move on to the next one with an open mind. Fourth, yet another
closely related problem is the challenge of doing cross-disciplinary work when a certain
discipline, such as New Testament studies, has to be combined with linguistics: such a
challenge may not be taken up at all. Even in Indo-European studies, a field that in
itself is linguistic, where the methods of historical-comparative linguistics are applied,
awareness of new or at least newer approaches may not be recognised. In the study of
ancient languages there seems to be an inbuilt slowness in the application of new
linguistic insights, for good or ill. In connection to the application of modern linguistics

86. Wolfgang Dressler, Gary Libben, and Katharina Korecky-Kréll, “Conflicting vs. Convergent vs.
Interdependent Motivations in Morphology,” in Competing Motivations in Grammar and Usage,
ed. Brian MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith Moravesik, (Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2014), 181.

87.  Porter, “Linguistic Schools,” 13; see also Porter, Linguistic Descriptions of the Greek New Testament:
New Studies in Systemic Functional Linguistics, 13.
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in New Testament studies, Porter likewise asks the legitimate question of why outdated
linguistic theories are still held on to,

Why is it that modern linguistics has been resisted in New Testament Greek study, to
the point that many if not most New Testament scholars are content to rely upon works
that follow language theories that, while valuable and useful in their times, have now
been superseded by the discoveries of modern linguistics?®®

Compared to Fortson IV’s work on Indo-European language,* the volume on the
Greek verb by Andreas Willi” from 2018 does better with several references to
grammaticalisation theory and even more so the recently published grammar on
Classical Greek (2019)”" by Evert van Emde Boas et al., with references to works on
grammaticalisation theory (such as Bybee and Dahl’?) and different kinds of
functionalism (such as works by Dik and Givén®). It is also noteworthy that there are
no references to Chomsky in these two works. However, both volumes would have
benefited from more recent insights within general linguistics.

In the face of these challenges in the study of tense and aspect in Ancient Greek, and
particularly in the Greek of the New Testament, in this volume I set out to enquire
into the potential of various linguistic theories and concepts; here ‘the Greek of the
New Testament’ refers to first-century post-Classical Greek as exemplified in the New
Testament. I take such a task to be a tall order but still well worth pursuing in the
interest of paving the way for a more fruitful study of the New Testament Greek tense
system. In principle though, many of the points to be made may be applicable to and
relevant for the study of tense and aspect in languages in general.

88. Ibid., 3.

89.  Benjamin W. Fortson IV, Indo-European Language and Culture: An Introduction, 2 ed.
(Chichester: Wiley-Blackwell, 2010).

90. Willi, Origins of the Greck Verb.

91.  Evert van Emde Boas and others, The Cambridge Grammar of Classical Greek (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2019).

92.  Joan Bybee, Revere Perkins, and William Pagliuca, Evolution of Grammar: Tense, Aspect and
Modality in the Languages of the World (Chicago/London: University of Chicago Press, 1994);
Osten Dahl, Tense and Aspect Systems (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1985); Osten Dahl, ed., Tense and
Aspect in the Languages of Europe, Empirical Approaches to Language Typology (Berlin & New
York: Mouton de Gruyter, 2000).

93.  Simon C. Dik, The Theory of Functional Grammar: Part 1: The Structure of the Clause, ed. Kees
Hengeveld, 2 revised ed. (Betlin and New York: Mouton de Gruyter, [1989] 1997); Simon C.
Dik, The Theory of Functional Grammar: Part 2: Complex and Derived Constructions, ed. Kees
Hengeveld, 2nd revised ed. (Berlin and New York: Mouton de Gruyter, [1989] 1997); Talmy
Givén, Syntax: An Introduction (Amsterdam: Benjamins, 2001).
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The extent to which the debate on the usage of the tenses in New Testament Greek
has been, and still is, directly or indirectly dependent on arguments and concepts from
general linguistics is striking; I would argue that the vast majority of the arguments put
forth in this discussion depend on thoughts in general linguistics, which is why the
enquiry into the potential of multiple linguistic theories is of considerable value. Porter
asserts that “schools of linguistic thought are fundamental to our understanding and
conceptualization of the Greek language.” An informed choice of a linguistic
approach or set of linguistic approaches, and specific concepts within them, to be used
in the study of aspect/tense in the Greek of the New Testament requires insight into
the mass of linguistic approaches available to the analyst.

94.  Porter, “Linguistic Schools,” 36.
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4 Linguistic Theories as Potential and
the Issues in View

In this volume I explore the potential of linguistic theories for the study of tense and
aspect in the Greek of the New Testament from the beginnings of the study of language
up to the present time. Methodically speaking I have been looking more for anything
rather than something, i.e. I have tried to be open to identifying elements and concepts
of value that at first glance might not strike one as relevant for the study of tense and
aspect. Though such an approach practically speaking is unwieldy and cognitively
exhausting it may pave the way for unexpected discovery. My enquiry into linguistic
theories and approaches throughout history and more recent ones has led me to the
realisation that the analysis of aspect/tense usage is exceedingly context dependent in
the broadest possible sense. This is to say that many more linguistic and other factors
are a concern in the study of the Greek tense system than so far has been realised.

Thus, in this enquiry to a considerable extent I explore unchartered territory—that
is, from the viewpoint of the ongoing debate on the Greek tense system, whether in
New Testament Greek or Ancient Greek in general—by first going through the notion
of theory and the history of linguistics from its early beginnings up to the threshold of
what often is referred to as modern linguistics at the beginning of the 1900s, identifying
linguistic trends, with particular attention to matters that are of direct or indirect
concern for the study of aspect/tense in the Greek of the New Testament. I then offer
a synthesis of the main insights from this time period and connect them to subsequent
linguistic theories that developed from Saussure until today. The recognition of old
ideas and insights that have proven to be valid by the corroboration of the avant-garde
of recent linguistics constitutes in a manner of speaking a renaissance of elements of the
linguistic arriére-garde.

In a second set of chapters I discuss, analyse and draw out the significance of multiple
linguistic theories, approaches etc. and concepts within them from Saussure up to the
present time that might be or clearly are of relevance for the understanding of the Greek
tense system. | will argue that many of the claims of structuralism have to be rejected
or revised and that generative linguistics should be replaced by more insightful theories
within functional, cognitive and usage-based linguistics. I then offer a synthesis to
highlight the core contributions of each theory, approach etc., followed by a brief
conclusion. As noted, the application of the insights gained from this study are
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postponed to a second volume in which the Greek tense system from Homer up to and
including the Greek of the Testament is discussed from a linguistically informed
perspective.

In my enquiry I include the following around 9o theories/approaches
/models/schools/persons” with various degrees of engagement, ranging from just a
mention to offering a full, in-depth discussion and analysis. Approaching such an
amount of linguistic theory requires a jump into a maximally wide Schleiermachian
hermeneutical circle where the input is so extensive and varied that it requires a degree
of boldness and perseverance for writer and reader alike to get started. To avoid getting
lost in all the detail, an alternation between the whole and the parts is desirable. Efforts
towards placing the parts in a whole are offered in chapter 3 (Part one): A Synthesis:
From Plato to Meillet—and a Look Forward; in brief overviews at the beginning of
most theory chapters; in concluding summaries at the end of most chapters where key
concepts that have a potential for the study of tense and aspect are pointed to; and in
chapter 14 (Part two): Synthesis, where the contribution of each theory/approach etc.
is offered in a condensed format. In addition, there is a substantal subject,
author/person and ancient works index.”

Below, the theories/approaches etc. included in the enquiry are listed in a rough’
chronological order. The theories are dated according to when they first appeared. One
or several representatives of each theory/approach are (mostly) included within
parenthesis.

BC:

e The Platonic paradigm (Plato)

e The Aristotelian paradigm (Aristotle)
e The Stoics

e The Alexandrians

e Dionysius Thrax

95. I mostly include persons as separate entries in reference to persons who have made significant
contributions without being connected to a specific theory or who came up of with several ideas
relating to several theories.

96.  Originally these were separate indexes, but when the text was transferred to Word for Mac it
turned out Word did not have the capability to have separate and parallel indexes.

97.  There are many difficulties involved in establishing a chronological order and a date for when a
theory/approach etc. was established since they often have pre-runners. For instance, Humboldt
had ideas equivalent to grammaticalisation theory in the early 1800s, so did von Gabelentz
towards the end of the 19th century, Meillet coined the term in 1911 and Greenberg started to
apply the concept in the 1960s. It may also be difficult to establish what constitutes the beginning
of a theory. Furthermore, it is difficult to place a person in a century when the person lived in
overlapping centuries.
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AD-Middle Ages:

e Apollonius Dyscolus
e The Modistae (Scholastic grammarians, 1200s)
e Speculative etymology

1500s:
e Francis Bacon

1600s:

e  The rationalist grammarians

e The Port-Royal grammarians (Antoine Arnauld, Pierre Nicole)
e  Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz

e Linguistic empiricism (John Locke)

1700s:

e Johann Gottfried Herder
e  Sir William Jones

e Immanuel Kant

1800s:

e  Wilhelm von Humboldt

e Historical linguistics (Jakob Grimm)

e  Comparative linguistics (Franz Bopp)

e Historical-philological lexical semantics

e Historicism

e  Organicism

e George Curtius

e Dsychologism (Heymann Steinthal)

e  Comparative studies of syntax (Berthold Delbriick)
e The Neogrammarians (Karl Brugmann, Hermann Paul)

o Vilkerpsychologie (Wilhelm Wundt)

1900s:
e The Geneva School (Ferdinand de Saussure)
o Gestalt psychology (Max Wertheimer, Christian von Ehrenfels)



1910s:

Grammaticalisation theory (Antoine Meillet, Joseph Greenberg, Joan Bybee,
Osten Dahl)

The Prague School (Roman Jakobson, Vilém Mathesius, Nikolai Trubetzkoy)
Structuralism (Ferdinand de Saussure)

1920s:

Functionalism (Vilém Mathesius, Roman Jakobson)

1930s:

Language typology/Cross-linguistic studies

Language anthropology (Bronislaw Malinowski)

The Copenhagen School/Glossematics (Louis Hjelmslev)

Lexical field theory (Jost Trier)

Schemata theory (F. C. Bartlett)

The London School (J. R. Firth)

Edward Sapir

Benjamin Lee Whorf

Bloomfieldian  Linguistics/American  descriptive linguistics  (Leonard

Bloomfield)

1950s:

Neurolinguistics (Paul Broca, Carl Wernicke)

Lexical aspectual classes (Zeno Vendler, William Croft)

Prototype theory (Ludwig Wittgenstein, George Lakoff, Benjamin Whorf)
The  Transformational-Generative  approach,  Universal ~ Grammar,

Government and Binding Theory, the Minimalist Programme (Noam
Chomsky)

1960s:

Tagmemics (K. L. Pike)

Componential analysis (Jerrold ]J. Katz and Jerry A. Fodor)
Generative semantics

Systemic Functional Linguistics (Michael Halliday)

Relational semantics (John Lyons)

Sociolinguistics (Ulrich Weinreich, William Labov, Marvin Herzog)
/Diagrammatic/ Iconicity (Charles Peirce, John Haiman, Joan Bybee)
Indexicality (Charles Peirce)

Corpus linguistics (Douglas Biber)
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Functional Grammar (Simon Dik)

1970s:

Frame semantics (Charles Fillmore)

Lexical Functional Grammar (John Bresnan)

Typological functionalism (William Croft)

Cognitive Grammar (Ronald Langacker)

Natural Semantic Metalanguage (Anna Wierzbicka)

Cognitive linguistics (Givén Talmy, Vyvyan Evans & Melanie Green)
SFL Cardiff Grammar (Robin P. Fawcett)

Natural Morphology (Wolfgang Dressler)

Functional Discourse (Paul J. Hopper)

Natural Phonology (David Stampe)

1980s:

Conceptual Metaphor Theory (George Lakoff, Mark Johnson)

Role and Reference Grammar (William Foley & Robert Van Valin)
Competition theory (Brian MacWhinney)

Usage-based linguistics (Joan Bybee, Talmy Givon, Hans-Jorg Schmid)
Mental Spaces Theory (Gilles Fauconnier)

Emergent Grammar (Paul J. Hopper, Joan Bybee)

Cognitive pragmatics (Dan Sperber, Deirdre Wilson)

Domain Theory (Ronald Langacker)

Kay and Fillmore’s Construction Grammar (Paul Kay & Charles ]. Fillmore)

1990s:

Metaphorical Extension Approach (Bernd Heine et al.)

Head-driven Phrase Structure Grammar (Carl Pollard and Ivan A. Sag)
Optimality Theory (Alan Prince)

Integrative functionalism (William Croft)

Vantage Theory (Robert E. MacLaury)

Adele Goldberg’s Construction Grammar (Adele Goldberg)

The Subjectification Model (Ronald Langacker)

2000s:

Conceptual Structuring System Model (Leonard Talmy)

Radical Construction Grammar (William Croft)

Invited Inferencing Theory (Elizabeth Closs Traugott & Richard Dasher)
Conceptual Blending Theory (Gilles Fauconnier & Mark Turner)



e Embodied Construction Grammar (Benjamin Bergen & Nancy Chang)

2010s:

e Extended Vantage Theory (Adam Glaz)
e Diachronic Construction Grammar (Elizabeth Closs Traugott & Graeme

Trousdale)

As a point of departure for untapping the potential of these theories, approaches and
concepts, it is helpful to identify a few key areas in the Greek tense debate by scanning
through the works of Porter, Fanning and Campbell that address issues which are
discussed, mentioned or just implied, such as the following ones:

The relation between the Greek tenses and time and aspect,”
The significance of the correlation between pragmatics and semantics,”
The contribution of cross-linguistic and diachronic studies,'*

The role of the notion of viewpoint,""

The interaction between the Greek tenses, and the corext and context,
The concept of system,'*

The correlation between synchrony and diachrony,'

The significance of cognition,'”

The relationship between lexical aspect and grammatical aspect,

102

WY o A po» Do

106

98.

99.

100.
101.

102.
103.
104.
105.
106.

Porter, Aspect, 23—25, 29, 30, 41, 43—47, 49—50, §I—53. 107-8, 188—98, 208, 211-230, 230238,
377-90; Fanning, Aspect, 8—29, 185—90; Campbell, Aspect, 3, 57-59, 64—76.

Porter, Aspect, 15; Campbell, Aspect, 8, 12, 24-27.
Porter, Aspect, 182—188; Fanning, Aspect, 17; Campbell, Aspect, 23—24.

Porter, Aspect, 91; Fanning, Aspect, 3536, 40, 79, 83-86, 97, 99, 103, 118, 124, 126; Campbell,
Aspect, 8—9.

Fanning, Aspect, 46—48, 163—79.

Porter, Aspect, 9, 12, 14, 89, 93—97; Fanning, Aspect, s0—71; Campbell, Aspect, 5, 17-18.
Porter, Aspect, 8; Campbell, Aspect, 23—24, 139—40.

Porter, Aspect, 3, 93, 104, 105; Porter uses the term ‘mentalism.’

Ibid., 27, 37, 45—47, 48—49, 55, 55, 56, 57—58, 5960, 61-62, 63—64, 87, 105; Fanning, Aspect,
2—4, 6,12—14, 29—50, 69, 85, 126-196; Campbell, Aspect, 2, 10-12, 21—23-29; Constantine R.
Campbell, Verbal Aspect and Non-Indicative Verbs: Further Soundings in the Greek of the New
Testament, Studies in Biblical Greek (New York: Peter Lang, 2008), 79—80.
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I0.

I1I.

12.
13.
14.

The significance of the Greek tenses as discourse markers in terms of
foregroundingl backgrounding and the effect of discourse features on aspectual
function,'”’

The significance of a subjective vs. objective understanding in the use of
grammatical aspect and lexical aspect,'®

The significance of the notion of choice,'”

The correlation between paradigmatic and syntagmatic choices/relations,' "
The nature and role of markedness in the correlation between the Greek

tenses.!!!

As we shall see, this set of key areas somehow connects to the overwhelming number
of more specific issues raised in this volume. It will also be noted that none of these 14
issues can be resolved without consulting general linguistics. The discussion on the
tense system in Ancient and specifically New Testament Greek thus to considerable
extent depends on insights from linguistic theories, approaches and concepts in general

linguistics.

107. Porter, Aspect, 92—93, 106; Fanning, Aspect, 7277, 190—94; Campbell, Aspect, 3—5, 12-14, 61—
64, 124-25, 158—59, 239—41; Campbell, Verbal Aspect and Non-Indicative Verbs: Further
Soundings in the Greek of the New Testament, 123—124.

108. Porter, Aspect, 35—38, 48, 49, 273—80; Fanning, Aspect, 32—34; Campbell, Aspect, 11.

109.

110.
111.

40

Porter, Aspect, 1, 8—9, 12, 13, 24, 86; Fanning, Aspect, 34—35, 52—53; Campbell, Aspect, 18, 19—
21.

Porter, Aspect, 14; Fanning, Aspect, 52.

Porter, Aspect, 89—90, 106, 178-81, 245-251; Fanning, Aspect, 55—72, 124—25; Campbell, Aspect,
19-21.



Bibliography

Abel, F. M. Grammaire du Grec biblique, suivie d’un choix de papyrus. Paris: Gabalda,
1927

Allan, Keith. The Western Classical Tradition in Linguistics. ed. Robin Fawcett.
London: Equinox, 2007

——— “What is Linguistics?” In The Routledge Handbook of Linguistics, ed. Keith
Allan, 1-16. London and New York: Routledge, 2016

Allan, Rutger J. The Middle Voice in Ancient Greek: A Study in Polysemy. Amsterdam:
J. C. Gieben, 2003

. “Tense and Aspect in Classical Greek: Two Historical Developments;

Augment and Perfect.” In The Greek Verb Revisited: A Fresh Approach for

Biblical Exegesis, ed. Steven E. Runge, and Christopher J. Fresch, 81-121.

Bellingham: Lexham Press, 2016

. “The Imperfect Unbound. A Cognitive Linguistic Approach to Greek
Aspect.” In Variation and Change in Ancient Greek Tense, Aspect and Modality,
ed. Klaas Bentein, Mark Janse, and Jorie Soltic, 100-130. Leiden/Boston: Brill,
2017

Amsterdamska, Olga. Schools of Thought: The Development of Linguistics From Bopp to
Saussure. Dordrecht: D. Reidel Publishing Company, 1987

Andersen, Henning. “Markedness Theory — the First 150 Years.” In Markedness in
Synchrony and Diachrony, ed. Werner Winter, and Olga Miseska Tomi¢, 11-46.
Berlin & New York: Mouton de Gruyter, 1989

Andrason, Alexander, and Christian Locatell. “The Perfect Wave: A Cognitive
Approach to the Greek Verbal System.” BAGL s, (2016): 7-121

Andrews, Edna. “Markedness.” In The Oxford Handbook of Tense and Aspect, ed.
Robert I. Binnick, 212-236. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2018

Apresjan, Juri Derenikovich. Principles and Methods of Contemporary Structural
Linguistics. The Hague: Mouton, 1973

Ariel, Mira. “Or Constructions: Monosemy vs. Polysemy.” In Competing Motivations
in Grammar and Usage, ed. Brian MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith
Moravesik, 333-347. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014

Aristotle. De interpretatione. ed. L. Minio-Paluello.

395



. Categoriae. ed. L. Minio-Paluello.
——— Metaphysica. ed. W.D. Ross.
. Physica. ed. W.D. Ross.

. The Categories; On Interpretation; Prior Analytics (Cooke & Tredennick),
translation by Harold P. Cooke [On Interpretation).

Arnauld, Antoine, and Claude Lancelot. Grammaire générale et raisonnée. Paris: Allia,
1997 [1660]

Arnauld, Antoine, and Pierre Nicole. La Logique, ou l'art de penser. Paris: Chez G.
Desprez, 1730 [1662)

Arts Hita, Jorge. “Theme in Spanish.” In 7he Routledge Handbook of Systemic
Functional Linguistics, ed. Tom Bartlett, and Gerard O’Grady, 194-212. Milton
Park, Abingdon: Routledge, 2017

Asp, Elissa. “What is a System? What is a Function?: A Study in Contrasts and
Convergences.” In The Routledge Handbook of Systemic Functional Linguistics,
ed. Tom Bartlett, and Gerard O’Grady, 27-41. Milton Park, Abingdon:
Routledge, 2017

Aubrey, Michael. “The Greek Perfect and the Categorization of Tense and Aspect:
Toward a Descriptive Apparatus for Operators in Role and Reference
Grammar.” Trinity Western University, 2014

. “Greek Prohibitions.” In The Greck Verb Revisited: A Fresh Approach for
Biblical Exegesis, ed. Steven E. Runge, and Christopher J. Fresch, 486-538.
Bellingham: Lexham Press, 2016

Aubrey, Rachel. “Motivated Categories, Middle Voice, and Passive Morphology.” In
The Greek Verb Revisited: A Fresh Approach for Biblical Exegesis, ed. Steven E.
Runge, and Christopher J. Fresch, 563-625. Bellingham: Lexham Press, 2016

Barber, Charles. Early Modern English. London: Andre Deutsch, 1976

Barddal, J6hanna, and Spike Gildea. “Diachronic Construction Grammar.” In
Diachronic Construction Grammar, ed. J6hanna Barddal, Spike Gildea, Lotte
Sommerer, and Elena Smirnova, 13-62. Philadelphia/Amsterdam: John
Benjamins Publishing Company, 2015

Barlow, Michael. “Corpus Linguistics and Theoretical Linguistics.” /nternational
Journal of Corpus Linguistics 16, no. 1 (2011): 3-44

Barr, James. The Semantics of Biblical Language. Oxford: Oxford University Press,
1961

Bartlett, Tom and Gerard O’Grady, eds. The Routledge Handbook of Systemic
Functional Linguistics. Milton Park, Abingdon: Routledge, 2017

396



Bartsch, Renate, and Theo Vennemann. “Linguistics.” In Linguistics and Neighboring
Disciplines, ed. Renate Bartsch, and Theo Vennemann, 1-11. North Holland,
1975

Bary, Corien L. A. “Aspect in Ancient Greek: A Semantic Analysis of the Aorist and
Imperfective.” Radboud Universiteit, 2009

Bateman, John A. “The Place of Systemic Functional Linguistics as a Linguistic
Theory.” In The Routledge Handbook of Systemic Functional Linguistics, ed. Tom
Bartlett, and Gerard O’Grady, 11-26. Milton Park, Abingdon: Routledge,
2017

Bates, Elizabeth, and Brian MacWhinney. “Functionalist Approaches to Grammar.”
In Language Acquisition: The State of the Art, ed. E. Wanner, and L. Gleitman,
173-218. New York: Cambridge University Press, 1982

. “Competition, Variation, and Language Learning.” In Mechanisms of
Language Acquisition, ed. Brian MacWhinney, Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum, 1987

Battistella, Edwin L. 7he Logic of Markedness. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996

Beaugrande, Robert de. “Functionalism versus Formalism in East and West.” In 7he
Syntax of Sentence and Text: A Festschrift for Frantisek Danes, ed. Svétla
Cmerjkovd, and Franti$ek Sticha, Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 1994

Beckner, Clay, Richard Blythe, Joan Bybee, Morten H. Christiansen, William Croft,
Nick C. Ellis, John Holland, Jinyun Ke, Diane Larsen-Freeman, and Tom
Schoenemann. “Language is a Complex Adaptive System: Position Paper.”
Language learning 59: Suppl. 1, (2009): 1-26

Behaghel, Otto. Deutsche Syntax: Eine Geschichtliche Darstellung, Band 4: Wortstellung,
Periodenbau. Heidelberg: C. Winter, 1923

Bentein, Klaas. “Ancient Greek and the Category of Verbal Periphrasis.” The 2nd
Patras International Conference of Graduate Students in Linguistics (PICGL 2)
(2011): 1-12

. “The Periphrastic Perfect in Ancient Greek: A Diachronic Mental Space
Analysis.” Transactions of the Philological Society 110, no. 2 (2012): 171-211

. “Transitivity, Ecology, and the Emergence of Verbal Periphrasis in Ancient
Greek.” Classical Philology 108, no. 4 (2013): 286-313

Bergen, Benjamin K., and Nancy Chang. Embodied Construction Grammar in
Simulation-based Language Understanding. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John
Benjamins Publishing Company, 2005

Berry, Margaret. An Introduction to Systemic Linguistics: Structures and Systems.
London and Sydney: B. T. Batsford Limited, 1975

397



Bertinetto, Pier Marco. “Temporal Reference, Aspect and Actionality: Their
Neutralization and Interactions, Mostly Exemplified in Italian.” In Zense,
Aspect and Action: Empirical and Theoretical Contributions to Language Typology
12, ed. Carl Bache, Hans Basboll, and Carl-Erik Lindberg, 113-137. Berlin:
Mouton de Gruyter, 1994

Bertinetto, Pier Marco, and Denis Delfitto. “Aspect vs. Actionality: Why They
Should be Kept Apart.” In Tense and Aspect in the Languages of Europe, 189-
226. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter, 2000

Biber, Douglas. “Corpus-Based and Corpus-Driven Analyses of Language Variation
and Use.” The Oxford Handbook of Linguistic Analysis (2015): 193-224.
https://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199677078.013.0008

Biber, Douglas, Susan Conrad, and Randi Reppen. Corpus Linguistics: Investigating
Language Structure and Use. Cambridge University Press, 1998

Bickel, Balthasar. “Distributional Typology: Statistical Inquiries into the Dynamics of
Linguistic Diversity.” The Oxford Handbook of Linguistic Analysis (2015): 901-
924. https://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199677078.013.0046

Black, David Alan. “Where did We Come from?” In Linguistics and New Testament
Greek: Key Issues in the Current Debate, ed. David Alan Black, and Benjamin L.
Merkle, Grand Rapids, Michigan: Baker Academic, 2020

Blake, Barry J. Case. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994

Blass, Friedrich. Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Griechisch. Gottingen:
Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 1896

. Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Griechisch. 2. verb. und verm. Aufl. ed.
Gottingen: Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 1902

Blass, Friedrich, and Albert Debrunner. Friedrich Blass’ Grammatik des
neutestamentlichen Griechisch. 4., ed. Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht,
1913

Blass, Friedrich, Albert Debrunner, and Robert Walter Funk. A Greek Grammar of the
New Testament and Other Early Christian Literature. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 1961

Blass, Friedrich, Albert Debrunner, and Friedrich Rehkopf. Grammatik des
neutestamentlichen Griechisch. 14., vollig neubearb. u. erw. Aufl. ed. Géttingen:
Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 1975

. Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Griechisch. 15., durchges. Aufl. ed.
Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1979

Blass, Friedrich, and Henry St John Thackeray. Grammar of New Testament Greck.
London, New York: Macmillan and co., limited, 1898

Bloomfield, Leonard. Language. London: Allen & Unwin, 1935

398



Boas, Hans C. “Construction Grammar and Frame Semantics.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 43-77.
New York: Routledge, 2021

Bod, Rens. “Probabilistic Linguistics.” 7he Oxford Handbook of Linguistic Analysis
(2015): 663-692. https://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199677078.013.0025

Bopp, Franz. Uber das Conjugationssystem der Sanskritsprache: in Vergleichung mit
jenem der griechischen, lateinischen, persischen und germanischen Sprache.
Frankfurt am Main: Andreaschen Buchhandlung, 1816

Bornkessel-Schlesewsky, Ina, and Matthias Schlesewsky. “Competition in Argument
Interpretation: Evidence from the Neurobiology of Language.” In Competing
Motivations in Grammar and Usage, ed. Brian MacWhinney, Andre;j
Malchukov, and Edith Moravesik, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014

Bowcher, Wendy L. “Context and Register.” In The Cambridge Handbook of Systemic
Linguistics, ed. Geoff Thompson, Wendy L. Bowcher, Lise Fontaine, and
David Schonthal, 142-170. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2019

Bréal, Michel. “Les lois intellectuelles du langage. Fragment de sémantique.”
Annuaire de I’Association pour ['encouragement des études grecques en France 17,
(1883): 132-142

. Essai de sémantique: science des significations. Paris: Hachette, 1897

Brems, Liselotte. “Intersubjectivity and Intersubjectification.” In 7he Routledge
Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 314-332.
New York: Routledge, 2021

Brend, Ruth M. ed. Advances in Tagmemics. Amsterdam: North-Holland Publishing
Company, 1974

Bresnan, Joan. Lexical-Functional Syntax. Oxford: Blackwell, 2001

Breu, Walter. “Interactions between Lexical, Temporal and Aspectual Meanings.”
Studies in Language 18, no. 1 (1994): 23-44

Broccias, Cristiano. “Cognitive Grammar.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive
Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 30-42. New York: Routledge,
2021

Brugmann, Karl. “Nasalis sonans in der indogermanischen Grundsprache.” Studien
zur Griechischen und lateinischen Grammatik 9, (1876): 285-338

. “Zur Geschichte der Stammabstufenden Declinationen. Erste Abhandlung:
die Nomina auf -ar und -tar-.” Studien zur griechischen und lateinischen
Grammatik 9, (1876): 361-406

. Zum heutigen Stand der Sprachwissenschaft. Vol. 1. Strassburg: KJ Triibner,
1885

399



Brugmann, Karl, and Albert Thumb. Griechische Grammatik: Lautlehre,
Stammbildungs- und Flexionslehre, Syntax. Vierte ed. Miinchen: C.H. Beck’sche
Verlagsbuchhandlung, 1913 [1885]

Burton, Ernest De Witt. Syntax of the Moods and Tenses in New Testament Greek. 3rd
ed. Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1898 [1888]

Buth, Randall. “Perfect Greek Morphology and Pedagogy.” In The Greck Verb
Revisited: A Fresh Approach for Biblical Exegesis, ed. Steven E. Runge, and
Christopher J. Fresch, 416-429. Bellingham: Lexham Press, 2016

Butler, Christopher S. Structure and Function: A Guide to Three Major Structural-
Functional Theories: Part 1: Approaches to the Simplex Clause. Structure and
Function, Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company,
2003

. Structure and Function: A Guide to Three Major Structural-Functional
Theories: Part 2: From Clause to Discourse and Beyond. Structure and Function,
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 2003

. “Functional Approaches to Language.” In The Dynamics of Language Use, ed.
Christopher S. Butler, Maria de los Angeles Gémez-Gonzélez, and Susana M.
Doval-Sudrez, 3-17. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: Johan Benjamins, 2005

Butler, Christopher S., and Francisco Gonzalvez-Garcia. Exploring Functional-
Cognitive Space. Studies in Language Companion Series 157,
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 2014

Butt, David G. “Firth and the Origins of Systemic Functional Linguistics: Process,
Pragma, and Polysystem.” In The Cambridge Handbook of Systemic Functional
Linguistics, 11-34. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2019

Buttmann, Alexander. Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Sprachgebrauchs. Berlin,
1859

Buttmann, Alexander, and Joseph Henry Thayer. A Grammar of the New Testament
Greck. Andover: W. F. Draper, 1873

Buttmann, Philipp. Ausfiihrliche griechische Sprachlehre. Vol. 1. Betlin: In der
Myliussischen Buchhandlung, 1819

. A Greek Grammar. Translated by Edward Robinson. Andover: Flagg, Gould,

and Newman, 1833

. Griechische Grammatik. ed. A. Buttmann. Berlin: Ferdinand Diimmler, 1863

Bybee, Joan. “Diagrammatic Iconicity in Stem-Inflection Relations.” Iconicity in
Syntax (1985): 11-48

. Morphology: A Studly of the Relation between Meaning and Form. Vol. 9.

Typological Studies in Language, Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing,

1985

400



. “From Usage to Grammar: The Mind’s Response to Repetition.” Language
82, (2006): 711-733

. “What is Usage-Based Linguistics?” In The Handbook of Usage-based
Linguistics, ed. Manuel Diaz-Campos, and Sonia Balasch, 9-29. Newark: John
Wiley & Sons, 2023

. Language, Usage and Cognition. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2010

——— “Markedness: Iconicity, Economy, and Frequency.” In The Oxford
Handbook of Linguistic Typology, ed. Jae Jung Song, Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2010

Bybee, Joan, and Osten Dahl. “The Creation of Tense and Aspect Systems in the
Languages of the World.” Studies in Language 13, no. 1 (1989): 51-103

Bybee, Joan, Revere Perkins, and William Pagliuca. Evolution of Grammar: Tense,
Aspect and Modality in the Languages of the World. Chicago/London: University
of Chicago Press, 1994

Bybee, Joan, and Clay Beckner. “Usage-Based Theory.” In The Oxford Handbook of
Linguistic Analysis, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015

Bybee, Joan, and Paul Hopper. “Introduction to Frequency and the Emergence of
Linguistic Structure.” In Frequency and the Emergence of Linguistic Structure, ed.
Joan Bybee, and Paul Hopper, John Benjamins Publishing Company:
Amsterdam/Philadelphia, 2001

Caftarel, Alice, J. R. Martin, and Christian M. I. M. Matthiessen. “Introduction:
Systemic Functional Typology.” In Language Typology: A Functional
Perspective, 1-76. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing, 2004

Campbell, Constantine R. Verbal Aspect, the Indicative Mood, and Narrative:
Soundings in the Greek of the New Testament. Studies in Biblical Greek, New
York: Peter Lang, 2007

. Basics of Verbal Aspect in Biblical Greek. Grand Rapids, Mich.: Zondervan,

2008

. Verbal Aspect and Non-Indicative Verbs: Further Soundings in the Greek of the
New Testament. Studies in Biblical Greek, New York: Peter Lang, 2008

. “Response to Porter.” In The Perfect Storm: Critical Discussion of the
Semantics of the Greek Perfect Tense under Aspect Theory, ed. D. A. Carson, 129-
141. New York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021

. “The Greek Perfect: Why it Isn’t.” In The Perfect Storm: Critical Discussion of

the Semantics of the Greek Perfect Tense under Aspect Theory, ed. D. A. Carson,
5-24. New York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021

401



. Basics of Verbal Aspect in Biblical Greek. 2 ed. Grand Rapids, Mich.:

Zondervan Academic, 2024

. Advances in the Study of Greek: New Testament Insights for Reading the New
Testament. Grand Rapids, Michigan: Zondervan, 2015

Campbell, Lyle. Historical Linguistics: An Introduction. 4 ed. Cambridge,
Massachusetts: The MIT Press, 2020

Carlson, Robert. “Grammaticalization of the Postpositions and Word Order in
Senufo Languages.” In Approaches to Grammaticalization: Volume II: Focus on
Types of Grammatical Markers, ed. Elizabeth Closs Traugott, and Bernd Heine,
201-223. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing, 1991

Carriére, Jean. Stylistique grecque: l'usage de la prose attique. 3 ed. Tradition de
I’humanisme 6, Paris: Klincksieck, 1983

Carson, D. A. “An Introduction to the Porter/Fanning Debate.” In Biblical Greck

language and Linguistics: Open Questions in Current Research, ed. Stanley E.
Porter, and D.A. Carson, Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1993

. “Introduction to Introductions.” In Linguistics and the New Testament, ed.
Stanley E. Porter, and D. A. Carson, 14-22. Sheffield: Sheffield Academic
Press, 1999

Casasanto, Daniel. “Relationships between Language and Cognition.” In 75e
Cambridge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Barbara Dancygier, 19-37.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017

Cermik, Frantigek. “Ferdinand de Saussure and the Prague School.” In Travaux du

Cercle Linguistique de Prague n.s. Prague Linguistic Circle Papers 1, ed. Eva
Haji¢ova, Oldfich Leska, Petr Sgall, and Zdena Skoumalovd, Amsterdam: John
Benjamins, 1996

. “Functional System and Evaluation.” In Travaux du Cercle Linguistique de
Prague n.s. Prague Linguistic Circle Papers 1, ed. Eva Hajicovd, Oldfich Leska,
Petr Sgall, and Zdena Skoumalovd, Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 1996

Cermak, Frantisek, and Eva Haji¢ovd. “Introduction: Prague School of Linguistics in
its Classical Time and Today.” In Dictionary of the Prague School of Linguistics,
ed. Libuse Duskovéd, Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 2003 [1960]

Chantraine, Pierre. Histoire du parfait grec. Collection Linguistique, Paris: Honoré
Champion, 1927

. “Remarques sur les rapports entre les modes et les aspects en grec.” Bulletin
de la Société de Linguistique de Paris 40, (1938): 69-79

. “Questions de syntaxe grecque: 1. Encore ’EN APTAZ, 2. Remarques sur
Iemploi des thémes de présent et d’aoriste.” Revue de Philologie 40, (1966): 37-

45

402



Chomsky, Noam. Syntactic Structures. 2nd ed. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter, [1957]
2002

. Syntactic Structures. The Hague: Mouton, 1957

. “A Review of B. F. Skinner’s Verbal Behavior.” Language 35, no. 1 (1959):
26-58

. Reflections on Language. London: Temple Smith, 1976

. Rules and Representations. New York: Columbia U. P., 1980

. Lectures on Government and Binding. Dordrecht: Foris Publications, 1981

. The Minimalist Program. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1995

Chomsky, Noam. Aspects of the Theory of Syntax. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1965
. Knowledge of Language: Its Nature, Origins, and Use. New York: Praeger,
1986

Christy, T. Craig. Uniformitarianism in Linguistics. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John
Benjamins Publishing Company, 1983

Chvany, Catherine V. “Backgrounded Perfective and Plot Line Imperfectives:
Toward a Theory of Grounding in Text.” In The Scope of Slavic Aspect, ed.
Michael Flier, and Alan Timberlake, 247-273. Columbus, Ohio: Slavica, 1985

Cienki, Alan. “Frames, Idealized Cognitive Models, and Domains.” In 7he Oxford
Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens,
170-187. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007

Cirafesi, Wally V. Verbal Aspect in Synoptic Parallels: On the Method and Meaning of
Divergent Tense-Form Usage in the Synoptic Passion Narratives. Brill, 2013

Clarke, Simon. The Foundations of Structuralism: A Critique of Lévi-Strauss and the
Structuralist Movement. Sussex/New Jersey: Harvester Press/Barnes & Noble,
1981

Clements, ]. Clancy, and Jordan M. Garret. “Contrasting the Usage-Based and
Formalist Approaches.” In The Handbook of Usage-based Linguistics, ed. Manuel
Diaz-Campos, and Sonia Balasch, 55-72. Newark: John Wiley & Sons, 2023

Closs Traugott, Elizabeth, and Richard B. Dasher. Regularity in Semantic Change.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002

Closs Traugott, Elizabeth, and Graeme Trousdale. Constructionalization and
Constructional Changes. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013

Collinge, Neville. “Some Reflections on Comparative Historical Syntax.” Archivum
Linguisticum 12, (1960): 79-Io1

Comrie, Bernard. Aspect: An Introduction to the Study of Verbal Aspect and Related
Problems. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1976

403



. “Markedness.” In Handbook of Pragmatics Online, ed. Jan-Ola Ostman, and
Jef Verschueren, Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 2006-

Cooperrider, Kensy, and Susan Goldin-Meadow. “Gesture, Language, and
Cognition.” In The Cambridge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Barbara
Dancygier, 118-134. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017

Cotterell, Peter, and Max Turner. Linguistics & Biblical Interpretation. Downers
Grove, Illinois: IVP Academic, 1989

Coulson, Seana. Semantic Leaps: Frame-Shifting and Conceptual Blending in Meaning
Construction. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2001

Crellin, Robert. The Syntax and Semantics of the Perfect Active in Literary Koine Greek.
Vol. 47. Publications of the Philological Society, Chichester: Wiley-Blackwell,
2016

Cristofaro, Sonia. “Competing Motivation Models and Diachrony: What Evidence
for What Motivations?” In Competing Motivations in Grammar and Usage, ed.
Brian MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith Moravesik, 282-298.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014

Croft, William. “Autonomy and Functionalist Linguistics.” Language 71, no. 3
(1995): 490-532

. Explaining Language Change: An Evolutionary Approach. Harlow: Longman,

2000

. Radical Construction Grammar: Syntactic Theory in Typological Perspective.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001

——— “The Darwinization of Linguistics.” Selection 3, no. 1 (2002): 75-91
——— Typology and Universals. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002
————. Verbs: Aspect and Causal Structure. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012

. “Abstract.” In Radical Construction Grammar: Syntactic Theory in Typological
Perspective, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001

. “Construction Grammar.” In The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics,
ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, 463-508. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2007

. “Philosophical Reflections on the Future of Construction Grammar, or,
Confessions of a Radical Construction Grammarian.” Constructions and
Frames, special issue: Quo vadis, Construction Grammar? (2024, to appear): 1-24

Croft, William, and D. Alan Cruse. Cognitive Linguistics. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2004

Croft, William. Syntactic Categories and Grammatical Relations: The Cognitive
Organization of Information. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1991

404



Curtius, Georg. Die Bildung der Tempora und Modi im Griechischen und Lateinischen
sprachvergleichend. Sprachvergleichende Beitrige zur griechischen und
lateinischen Grammatik, Berlin: Besser, 1846

. The Greek Verb: Its Structure and Development. Translated by Augustus S.
Wilkins and Edwin B. England. Vol. 1 & 2. London: John Murray, Albemarle
Street, 1880

. Griechische Schulgrammatik. Prag: J. G. Calve, 1852

. Evlauterungen zu meiner Griechischen Schulgrammatik. Prag: Verlag von F.
Tempsky, 1863

. Elucidations of the Student’s Greek Grammar. London: John Murray,
Albemarle Street, 1870

. Das Verbum der Griechischen Sprache: seinem Baue nach dargestellt. Vol. 1 &
2. Leipzig: Verlag von S. Hirzel, 1873, 1876

Curtius, George. A Grammar of the Greek Language. London: John Murray,
Albemarle Street, 1863

Cutrer, Michelle. “Time and Tense in Narrative and in Everyday Language.”
University of California, San Diego, 1994

Dabrowska, Ewa and Dagmar Divjak, eds. Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics. Vol.
(39), Handbiicher zur Sprach- und Kommunikationswissenschaft. Berlin: De
Gruyter Mouton, 2015

Dahl, Osten. Tense and Aspect Systems. Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 198

. “The Tense-Aspect Systems of European Languages in a Typological

Perspective.” In Tense and Aspect in the Languages of Europe, 3-25. Berlin: De
Gruyter, 2000

. The Growth and Maintenance of Linguistic Complexity.
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 2004

, ed. Tense and Aspect in the Languages of Europe. Empirical Approaches to
Language Typology. Berlin & New York: Mouton de Gruyter, 2000

Dancygier, Barbara. “Introduction.” In The Cambridge Handbook of Cognitive
Linguistics, ed. Barbara Dancygier, 1-10. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2017

, ed. The Cambridge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2017

Dancygier, Barbara, Wei-lun Lu, and Arie Verhagen, eds. Viewpoint and the Fabric of
Meaning: Form and Use of Viewpoint Tools Across Languages and Modalities.
Berlin: Walter de Gruyter, 2016

Dancygier, Barbara and Eve Sweetser, eds. Viewpoint in Language: A Multimodal
Perspective. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012

405



Dancygier, Barbara, and Lieven Vandelanotte. “Viewpoint Phenomena in
Multimodal Communication.” Cognitive Linguistics 28, no. 3 (2017): 371-380

Davidse, Kristin. “Systemic Functional Linguistics and the Clause: The Experiential
Metafunction.” In The Routledge Handbook of Systemic Functional Linguistics,
ed. Tom Bartlett, and Gerard O’Grady, 79-95. Milton Park, Abingdon:
Routledge, 2017

Davidson, Donald. “Truth and Meaning.” Synthese 17, no. 3 (1967): 304-323

de Swart, Henriétte. “Verbal Aspect.” In The Oxford Handbook of Tense and Aspect,
ed. Robert I. Binnick, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2018

Decker, Rodney J. Temporal Deixis of the Greek Verb in the Gospel of Mark With
Reference to Verbal Aspect. Studies in Biblical Greek, New York: Peter Lang,
2001

Delbriick, Berthold. Vergleichende Syntax der Indogermanischen Sprachen. Vol. Zweiter
Theil. Grundriss der vergleichenden Grammatik der Indogermanischen
Sprachen, ed. Karl Brugmann, and Berthold Delbriick. Strassburg: Karl J.
Triibner, 1897

Desagulier, Guillaume, and Philippe Monneret. “Cognitive Linguistics and a Usage-
Based Approach to the Study of Semantics and Pragmatics.” In The Handbook
of Usage-based Linguistics, ed. Manuel Diaz-Campos, and Sonia Balasch, 31-53.
Newark: John Wiley & Sons, 2023

Desai, Rutvik H., and Nicholas Riccardi. “Cognitive Neuroscience of Language.” In
The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R.
Taylor, 615-642. New York: Routledge, 2021

Desclés, Jean-Pierre, and Zlatka Guentchéva. “Universals and Typology.” In The
Oxford Handbook of Tense and Aspect, ed. Robert 1. Binnick, 124-155. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2012

Diaz-Campos, Manuel, and Sonia Balasch. “Introduction.” In The Handbook of
Usage-based Linguistics, ed. Manuel Diaz-Campos, and Sonia Balasch, 1-6.
Newark: John Wiley & Sons, 2023

, eds. The Handbook of Usage-Based Linguistics. Newark: John Wiley & Sons,
2023

Diessel, Holger. “Usage-Based Linguistics.” In Oxford Research Encyclopedia of
Linguistics, ed. Mark Aronoff, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2017

. The Grammar Network: How Linguistic Structure is Shaped by Language Use.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2019

Dik, Simon C. Functional Grammar. Vol. 37. 3rd revised ed. North-Holland
Linguistic Series, Dordrect: Foris Publications, [1978] 1981

406



. The Theory of Functional Grammar: Part 1: The Structure of the Clause. 2
revised ed. ed. Kees Hengeveld. Berlin and New York: Mouton de Gruyter,
[1989] 1997

. The Theory of Functional Grammar: Part 2: Complex and Derived
Constructions. 2nd revised ed. ed. Kees Hengeveld. Berlin and New York:
Mouton de Gruyter, [1989] 1997

. “Coordination: Its Implications for the Theory of General Linguistics.”
University of Amsterdam, 1968

Dinneen, Francis Patrick. An Introduction to General Linguistics. New York: Holt,
Rinehart and Winston, 1967

Dolezel, Lubomir. “Structuralism of the Prague School.” In From Formalism to
Poststructuralism, ed. Raman Selden, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2001 [1995]

Dowty, David R. Word Meaning and Montague Grammar: The Semantics of Verbs and
Times in Generative Semantics and in Montague’s PTQ. Springer Science &
Business Media, [1979] 1991

Dressler, Wolfgang. “Interactions between Iconicity and Other Semiotic Parameters
in Language.” In Iconicity in Language, ed. Raffacle Simone,
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 1995

Dressler, Wolfgang, Gary Libben, and Katharina Korecky-Kréll. “Conflicting vs.
Convergent vs. Interdependent Motivations in Morphology.” In Competing
Motivations in Grammar and Usage, ed. Brian MacWhinney, Andre;j
Malchukov, and Edith Moravcsik, 181-196. Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2014

Dressler, Wolfgang U. “On the Predictiveness of Natural Morphology.” Journal of
Linguistics 21, no. 2 (1985): 321-337

. “Typological Aspects of Natural Morphology.” Wiener Linguistische Gazette
36, (1985): 3-26

. “Zur Bedeutung der Sprachtypologie in der natiirlichen Morphologie.” In
Energeia und Ergon, ed. J. Albrecht, 199-208. Tiibingen: Gunter Narr, 1988

. “Prototypical Differences between Inflection and Derivation.” Zeitschrift fiir
Phonetik, Sprachwissenschaft und Kommunikationsforschung 42, no. 1 (1989): 3-
10

. “Natural Morphology.” Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Linguistics, (23
May 2019): https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780199384655.013.576

Dressler, Wolfgang U., and Marianne Kilani-Schoch. Morphologie naturelle et flexion
du verbe frangais. Tubingen: Gunter Narr Verlag, 2005

407



. “Natural Morphology.” In The Cambridge Handbook of Morphology, ed.
Andrew Hippisley, and Gregory Stump, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2017

Dressler, Wolfgang U., Willi Mayerthaler, Oswald Panagl, and Wolfgang Ulrich
Wurzel. Leitmotifs in Natural Morphology. Amsterdam: John Benjamins
Publishing Company, 1987

Dressler, Wolfgang U., and Lavinia Merlini Barbaresi. Morphopragmatics: Diminutives
and Intensifiers in Italian, German, and Other Languages. Vol. 76. Trends in
Linguistics: Studies and Monographs, Walter de Gruyter, 2011

Druet, Frangois-Xavier. “L’Aspect en grec classique: une école de nuances.” Les études
classiques 51, (1983): 97-104

Du Bois, John W. “Competing Motivations.” In Iconicity in Syntax, ed. John
Haiman, 343-365. Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 1985

. “Motivating Competitions.” In Competing Motivations in Grammar and
Usage, ed. Brian MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith Moravcsik, 263-
281. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014

Ellis, Nicholas J. “Aspect-Prominence, Morpho-Syntax, and a Cognitive-Linguistic
Framework for the Greek Verb.” In The Greeck Verb Revisited: A Fresh Approach
for Biblical Exegesis, ed. Steven E. Runge, and Christopher J. Fresch, 122-160.
Bellingham: Lexham Press, 2016

. “Biblical Exegesis and Linguistics.” In Linguistics and New Testament Greek:
Key Issues in the Current Debate, ed. David Alan Black, and Benjamin L.
Merkle, Grand Rapids, Michigan: Baker Academic, 2020

Ellis, Nick C. ed. Language as a Complex Adaptive System. Oxford: Blackwell, 2009

Enfield, N. J. “Opening Commentary: Language in Cognition and Culture.” In 7he
Cambridge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Barbara Dancygier, 13-18.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017

Enfield, Nick ]J. Relationship Thinking: Agency, Enchrony, and Human Sociality.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013

Enghels, Renata, and Mar Garachana Camarero. “Grammaticalization, Lexicalization,
Constructionalization.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed.
Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 314-332. New York: Routledge, 2021

Evans, Trevor V. Verbal Syntax in the Greck Pentateuch: Natural Greek Usage and
Hebrew Interference. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001

Evans, Vyvyan. Cognitive Linguistics: A Complete Guide. 2 ed. Edinburgh: Edinburgh
University Press, 2019

Evans, Vyvyan, and Melanie Green. Cognitive Linguistics: An Introduction.
Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2006

408



Fanning, Buist M. Verbal Aspect in New Testament Greek. Oxford Theological
Monographs, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1990

. “Greek Tenses in John’s Apocalypse: Issues in Verbal Aspect, Discourse
Analysis, Diachronic Change.” In The Language and Literature of the New
Testament, ed. Lois K. Fuller Dow, Craig A. Evans, and Andrew W. Pitts, 328-
353. Leiden/Boston: Brill, 2017

. “Response to Campbell’s Imperfective View of the Greek Perfect.” In The
Perfect Storm: Critical Discussion of the Semantics of the Greek Perfect Tense under
Aspect Theory, ed. D. A. Carson, 25-44. New York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021

. “Response to Porter’s Stative View of the Greek Perfect.” In The Perfect
Storm: Critical Discussion of the Semantics of the Greek Perfect Tense under Aspect
Theory, ed. D. A. Carson, 143-158. New York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021

Fanning, Bust M. “Defining the Ancient Greek Perfect: Interaction With Recent
Alternatives to the Traditional View of the Perfect.” In The Perfect Storm:
Critical Discussion of the Semantics of the Greck Perfect Tense under Aspect
Theory, ed. D. A. Carson, 61-90. New York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021

Fauconnier, Gilles. Mental Spaces. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1985

. Mappings in Thought and Language. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1997

Fauconnier, Gilles, and Mark Turner. 7he Way we Think: Conceptual Blending and
the Mind’s Hidden Complexities. New York: Basic books, 2002

Fawecett, Robin P. Invitation to Systemic Functional Linguistics through the Cardiff
Grammar: An Extension and Simplification of Halliday’s Systemic Functional
Grammar. London: Equinox, 2008

. “From Meaning to Form in the Cardiff Model of Language and its Use.” In
The Routledge Handbook of Systemic Functional Linguistics, ed. Tom Bartlett,
and Gerard O’Grady, 56-76. Milton Park, Abingdon: Routledge, 2017

Fernandez, Paula Lorente. L aspect verbal en Grec Ancien: Le choix des thémes verbaux
chez Isocrate. Vol. 111. Bibliothéque des cahiers de I'Institut de linguistique de
Louvain, Leuven: Peeters, 2003

Feyaerts, Kurt, Geert Brone, and Bert Oben. “Multimodality.” In 7he Cambridge
Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Barbara Dancygier, 135-156. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2017

Filip, Hana. “Lexical Aspect.” In The Oxford Handbook of Tense and Aspect, ed.
Robert I. Binnick, 721-751. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012

Filipovi¢, Luna and Kasia M. Jaszczolt, eds. Space and Time in Languages and
Cultures: Language, Culture, and Cognition. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John
Benjamins Publishing Company, 2012

409



Fillmore, Charles, Paul Kay, and Mary Catherine O’Connor. “Regularity and
Idiomaticity in Grammatical Constructions: The Case of let alone.” Language
64, no. 3 (1988): s01-538

Fillmore, Charles J. “An Alternative to Checklist Theories of Meaning.” Proceedings of
the First Annual Meeting of Berkeley Linguistics Society 1, (1975): 123-131

. “Frame Semantics.” In Linguistics in the Morning Calm, ed. The Linguistic
Society of Korea, 111-137. Seoul: Hanshin, 1982

. “Frames and the Semantics of Understanding.” Quaderni di semantica 6,
(1985): 222-254

. “Scenes-and-frames Semantics.” In Linguistic Structures Processing, ed.
Antonio Zampolli, §5-81. Amsterdam: North-Holland, 1977

Firth, J. R. Papers in Linguistics 1934-1951. London: Oxford University Press, 1957

. Selected Papers of . R. Firth, 1952-59. ed. F. R. Palmer. London: Longmans,
1968

Foley, William A., and Robert D. Van Valin. Functional Syntax and Universal
Grammar. Vol. 38. Cambridge Studies in Linguistics, Cambridge and New
York: Cambridge University Press, 1984

Fontaine, Lise, and David Schonthal. “The Rooms of the House.” In The Cambridge
Handbook of Systemic Functional Linguistics, ed. Geoff Thompson, Wendy L.
Bowcher, Lise Fontaine, and David Schonthal, 118-141. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2019

Forceville, Charles. “Multimodality.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive
Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 676-687. New York: Routledge,
2021

Fortson IV, Benjamin W. Indo-European Language and Culture: An Introduction. 2
ed. Chichester: Wiley-Blackwell, 2010

Freney, Samuel J. Aspectual Substitution: Verbal Changes in New Testament Quotations
of the Septuagint With Particular Reference to Verbal Aspect. New York, Bern
etc.: Peter Lang, 2021

Fresch, Christopher J. “Typology, Polysemy, and Prototypes: Situating Nonpast
Aorist Indicatives.” In The Greek Verb Revisited: A Fresh Approach for Biblical
Exegesis, ed. Steven E. Runge, and Christopher J. Fresch, 379-415. Bellingham:
Lexham Press, 2016

Friedrich, Paul. “On Aspect Theory and Homeric Aspect.” International Journal of
American Linguistics (1974): S1-S44

Gabelentz, Georg von der. Die Sprachwissenschaft, ibre Aufgaben, Methoden und
bisherigen Ergebnisse. Leipzig: Weigel Nachf. 2, 1901 [1891]

Gadamer, Hans-Georg. Truth and Method. London: Continuum, 2004 [1960]

410



. “Towards a Phenomenology of Ritual and Language.” In Language and
Linguisticality in Gadamer’s Hermeneutics, ed. Lawrence K. Schmidt, Lexington
Books, 2000

Garcia, Adolfo M., and Agustin Ibdfiez. “Processes and Verbs of Doing, in the Brain:
Theoretical Implications for Systemic Functional Linguistics.” Functions of
Language 23, no. 3 (2016): 305-335

Garnham, Alan. “Language, the Mind, and the Brain.” The Oxford Handbook of the
History of Linguistics (2013): 674-690.
heeps://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199585847.013.0031

Garvin, Paul L. A Prague School Reader on Esthetics, Literary Structure, and Style.
Washington: Georgetown University Press, 1964

Geeraerts, Dirk, ed. Cognitive Linguistics: Basic Readings. Vol. 34, Berlin, New York:
Mouton de Gruyter, 2006

. “Lexical Semantics from Speculative to Structuralist Semantics.” 7he Oxford
Handbook of the History of Linguistics (2013): 555-569.
https://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199585847.013.0025

. “Post-Structuralist and Cognitive Approaches to Meaning.” The Oxford
Handbook of the History of Linguistics (2013): 570-585.
https://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199585847.013.0026

. “Cognitive Semantics.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics,
ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 19-29. New York: Routledge, 2021

Geeraerts, Dirk, and Hubert Cuyckens. “Introducing Cognitive Linguistics.” In 7he
Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert
Cuyckens, 3-21. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007

, eds. The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics. Oxford: Oxford

University Press, 2007

Geest, de Wim, and Danny Jaspers. “Government and Binding Theory.” In Linguistic
Theory and Grammatical Description, ed. John E. Joseph, and Filip G. Droste,
23-62. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 1991

Gensini, Stefano. “Philosophy in Language.” In Iconicity in Language, ed. Raffaele
Simone, 3-18. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company,
1995

Gerd, Eva-Carin, and Arnim von Stechow. “Tense in Time: The Greek Perfect.” In
Words in Time: Diachronic Semantics from Different Points of View, ed. Regine
Eckhardt, Klaus von Heusinger, and Christoph Schwarze, 251-294. Berlin:
Mouton de Gruyter, 2003

411



Givén, Talmy. “Historical Syntax and Synchronic Morphology: An Archaeologist’s
Field Trip.” Papers from the Seventh Regional Meeting, Chicago Linguistic
Society 7, no. 1 (1971): 394-415

. On Understanding Grammar. New York: Academic Press, 1979

. “Logic vs. Pragmatics, with Human Language as the Referee: Toward an
Empirically Viable Epistemology.” Journal of Pragmatics 6, no. 2 (1982): 81-
133

, ed. Topic Continuity in Discourse: A Qualitative Cross-Language Study.
Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 1983

. Syntax: A Functional-Typological Introduction. Vol. 1. Amsterdam: John
Benjamins, 1984

. Syntax: A Functional-Typological Introduction. Vol. 2. Amsterdam and
Philadelphia: Benjamins, 1990

. “Isomorphism in the Grammatical Code: Cognitive and Biological
Considerations.” Studies in Language 15, no. 1 (1991): 85-114

. Functionalism and Grammar. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins
Publishing, 1995

. Syntax: An Introduction. Amsterdam: Benjamins, 2001

. “Beyond Structuralism: Exorcizing Saussure’s Ghost.” Studies in Language.
International Journal sponsored by the Foundation “Foundations of Language” 40,
no. 3 (2016): 681-704

Glaz, Adam. “Towards Extended Vantage Theory.” Language Sciences 32, no. 2
(2010): 259-275

Goddard, CIiff. “Natural Semantic Metalanguage: The State of the Art.” In Cross-
Linguistic Semantics, ed. Cliff Goddard, 1-34. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John
Benjamins Publishing Company, 2008

. “Natural Semantic Metalanguage.” In 7The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive
Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 93-110. New York: Routledge,
2021

Goldberg, Adele E. Constructions: A Construction Grammar Approach to Argument
Structure. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1995

. Constructions at Work: The Nature of Generalization in Language. New York:
Oxford University Press, 2006

Gonzilvez-Garcia, Francisco, and Christopher S. Butler. “Mapping Functional-
Cognitive Space.” Annual Review of Cognitive Linguistics 4, no. 1 (2006): 39-96

Goodenough, Ward H. “Componential Analysis and the Study of Meaning.”
Language 32, no. 1 (1956): 195-216

412



Goodwin, William Watson. Syntax of the Moods and Tenses of the Greek Verb.
London: Macmillan, 1889

. A Greek Grammar. Revised ed. London: Thomas Nelson, 1894

Gradoville, Michael. “The Future of Exemplar Theory.” In The Handbook of Usage-
based Linguistics, ed. Manuel Diaz-Campos, and Sonia Balasch, 527-544.
Newark: John Wiley & Sons, 2023

Graffi, Giorgio. “European Linguistics since Saussure.” The Oxford Handbook of the
History of Linguistics, (2013): 468-484.
hetps://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199585847.013.0021

Green, Thomas Sheldon. A Treatise on the Grammar of the New Testament Dialect:
Embracing Observations on the Literal Interpretation of Numerous Passages.
London: Samuel Bagster, 1842

Greenberg, Joseph H. “A Quantitative Approach to the Morphological Typology of
Language.” International Journal of American linguistics 26, no. 3 (1960): 178-
194

Grohmann, Kleanthes K., and Maria Kambanaros. “Foundational Issues in
Biolinguistics.” In 7he Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu
Wen, and John R. Taylor, 688-722. New York: Routledge, 2021

Haiman, John. “Iconic and Economic Motivation.” Language 59, (1983): 781-819

. Natural Syntax: Iconicity and Erosion. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1985

. “Iconicity.” In International Encyclopedia of Linguistics, ed. William J.
Frawley, 2nd online edition, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2003

. “Six Competing Motives for Repetition.” In Competing Motivations in
Grammar and Usage, ed. Brian MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith
Moravcsik, 246-260. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014

, ed. Iconicity in Syntax. Vol. 6, Typological Studies in Language. Amsterdam:
Benjamins, 1985

Hall, Robert A., and John Fought. “Bloomfield, Leonard.” In International
Encyclopedia of Linguistics, ed. William J. Frawley, 2nd online edition, Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2003

Halliday, M. A. K. “Categories of the Theory of Grammar.” Word 17, no. 2 (1961):
241-292

. An Introduction to Functional Grammar. 1st ed. London: Edward Arnold,

1985

. An Introduction to Functional Grammar, 2nd ed. London: E. Arnold, 1994

. An Introduction to Functional Grammar, 3rd ed. London: Hodder Arnold,
2004

413



. “Text as Semantic Choice in Social Contexts.” In Grammars and
Descriptions, ed. Teun A. Van Dijk, and Jdnos S. Petofi, Berlin: Walter de
Gruyter, 1977

. “Part A.” In Language, Context and Text: Aspects of Language in a Social-
Semiotic Perspective, ed. M. A. K. Halliday, and R. Hasan, 1-49. Geelong:
Deakin University Press, 1985

. “On Language in Relation to the Evolution of Human Consciousness.” In
Of Thoughts and Words: The Relation between Language and Mind: Proceedings
of Nobel Symposium 92: Stockholm, Sweden 8-12 August 1994, ed. Sture Allén,
London: Imperial College Press, 1995

. Complementarities in Language. Beijing: The Commercial Press, 2008

. “The Influence of Marxism.” ed. Jonathan J. Webster, 94-100. London:
Bloomsbury, 2015

Halliday, M. A. K., and Ruqaiya Hasan. Language, Context, and Text: Aspects of
Language in a Social-Semiotic Perspective. 2nd ed. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1989

Halliday, M. A. K., and Christian M. I. M. Matthiessen. Halliday’s Introduction to
Functional Grammar. Revised by Christian M. 1. M. Matthiessen, 4th ed. London
and New York: Routledge, 2014

Halliday, M. A. K., and Christian M. I. M. Matthiessen. An Introduction to
Functional Grammar. Revised by Christian M. 1. M. Matthiessen, 3rd ed.
London: Arnold, 2004

Halliday, Michael. “Fuzzy Grammatics: A Systemic Functional Approach to
Fuzziness in Natural Language.” In Computational and Quantitative Studies:
Volume 6: The Collected Works of M.A.K. Halliday, ed. Jonathan J. Webster,

210-238. London & New York: Continuum, 2004
Halliday, Michael, and Christian M. I. M. Matthiessen. Construing Experience through
Meaning: A Language-based Approach to Cognition. London: Continuum, 1999
Hamawand, Zeki. “Construal.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics,
ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 242-254. New York: Routledge, 2021
Harder, Peter. “Cognitive Linguistics and Philosophy.” In 7he Oxford Handbook of
Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, 1241-1265.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007
Hasan, Ruqaiya, Christian Matthiessen, and Jonathan J. Webster, eds. Continuing

Discourse on Language: A Functional Perspective, Volume 1. London: Equinox.,
2005

, eds. Continuing Discourse on Language: A Functional Perspective, Volume 2.
London: Equinox., 2005

414



Haspelmath, Martin. “From Resultative to Perfect in Ancient Greek.” Funcidn 11/12,
(1992): 185-224

. “Human Linguisticality and the Building Blocks of Languages.” Frontiers in

Psychology 10.3056, (2020): 1-10

Haug, Dag. “From Resultatives to Anteriors in Ancient Greek: On the Role of
Paradigmaticity in Semantic Change.” In Grammatical Change and Linguistic
Theory: The Rosendal Papers, ed. Thérhallur Eythérsson, 285-305. Amsterdam:
Benjamins, 2008

Hawkins, John A. “Patterns in Competing Motivations and the Interaction of
Principles.” In Competing Motivations in Grammar and Usage, ed. Brian
MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith Moravesik, §4-69. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2014

Hayward, Katrina M. “Bopp, Franz.” In International Encyclopedia of Linguistics, ed.
William J. Frawley, 2nd online edition, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2003

Heine, Bernd. Auxiliaries: Cognitive Forces and Grammaticalization. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1993

Heine, Bernd, Ulrike Claudi, and Fredrike Hiinnemeyer. Grammaticalization: A
Conceptual Framework. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1991

Hiver, Phil, and Ali H. Al-Hoorie. Research Methods for Complexity Theory in Applied
Linguistics. Bristol: Multilingual Matters, 2019

Hoftmann, Thomas. “From Multimodal Constructs to Multimodal Constructions.”
In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R.
Taylor, 78-92. New York: Routledge, 2021

Hoffmann, Thomas and Graeme Trousdale, eds. 7he Oxford Handbook of

Construction Grammar. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013

Hollenbaugh, Ian. “The Development of the Imperfect in Ancient Greek from
Simple Past to Imperfective as a Blocking Phenomenon.” Journal of Greek
Linguistics 21, no. 1 (2021): §8-150

Holt, Jens. “Erudes d’aspect.” In Aarsskrift for Aarhus Universitet, Copenhagen:
Universitetsforlaget i Aarhus / Ejnar Munksgaard, 1943

Hook, Peter Edwin. “The Emergence of Perfective Aspect in Indo-Aryan Languages.”
In Approaches to Grammaticalization: Volume II: Focus on Types of Grammatical
Markers, ed. Elizabeth Closs Traugott, and Bernd Heine, 59-89.
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing, 1991

Hopper, Paul J. “Aspect and Foregrounding in Discourse.” In Syntax and Semantics,
ed. Talmy Givén, 213-241. New York: Academic Press, 1979

. “Some Observations on the Typology of Focus and Aspect in Narrative
Language.” Studies in Language. 3, no. 1 (1979): 37-64

415



. “Aspect Between Discourse and Grammar: An Introductory Essay for the
Volume.” In Tense-Aspect, 3-18. John Benjamins Publishing, 1982

. “Emergent Grammar.” Annual Meeting of the Berkeley Linguistics Society
13, (1987): 139-157

. “Emergence in Grammar.” In International Encyclopedia of Linguistics, ed.
Bright W., 364-367. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1992

. “Emergent Grammar.” In The New Psychology of Language: Cognitive and
Functional Approaches to Language Structure, ed. Michael Tomasello, Vol 1,
Mahwah: Erlbaum, 1998

Hopper, Paul J., and Elizabeth Closs Traugott. Grammaticalization. 2 ed. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2003 [1993]

Hopper, Paul J., and Sandra A. Thompson. “Transitivity in Grammar and
Discourse.” Language 56, (1980): 251-299

Horie, Kaoru, and Bernard Comrie. “Introduction.” In Complementation: Converging
Evidence in Language and Communication Research, ed. Kaoru Horie, 1-10.
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing, 2000

Horrocks, Geoffrey. Generative Grammar. London and New York: Longman, 1987

Horrocks, Geoffrey C. Greek: A History of the Language and Its Speakers. 2nd ed. ed.
Chichester: Wiley-Blackwell, 2010

Hudson, Richard. “Word Grammar.” In 7he Routledge Handbook of Cognitive
Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 111-126. New York: Routledge,
2021

Huffman, Douglas S. Verbal Aspect Theory and the Probibitions in the Greek New
Testament. New York: Peter Lang, 2014

Humbert, Jean. “Verbal Aspect: Has it Evolved From Ancient to Modern Greek?”
The Link 1, (1938): 21-28

. “L’aorist indicatif: rend-il nécessairement le passé?” Revue des études anciennes
42, (1940): 187-191

Isacenko, A.V. Grammaticheskij Stroj Russkogo Jazyka v Sopostavvlenii so Slovatskim:
Morfologija [The Grammatical Structure of Russian in Comparison with Slovak—
Part Two: Morphology]. Bratislava: The Slovak Academy of Sciences Press, 1960

Itkonen, Esa. “Philosophy of Linguistics.” The Oxford Handbook of the History of
Linguistics (2013):
https://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199585847.013.003 5

Jakobson, Roman. Kindersprache, Aphasie und allgemeine Lautgesetze. Uppsala:
Almqvist & Wiksell, 1941

——— “Quest for the Essence of Language.” Diogenes 13, no. 51 (1965): 21-37

416



. “Boas’ View of Grammatical Meaning.” In Word and Language (Selected
writings 2), ed. Roman Jakobson, 489-496. The Hague & Paris: Mouton, 1971

. “Sign and System of Language: A Reassessment of Saussure’s Doctrine.” In
Verbal Art, Verbal Sign, Verbal Time, ed. Krystyna Pomorska, and Stephen
Rudy, 28-33. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1985

. “Verbal Communication.” In Selected Writings VII: Contributions to
Comparative Mythology: Studies in Linguistics and Philology, 1972—82, ed.
Stephen Rudy, with a preface by Linda R. Waugh, 81-92. Berlin & New York:
De Gruyter, 1985

. “Retrospect.” In Word and Language, Volume II, Selected Writings, Berlin &
New York: De Gruyter, 2010 [1929, 1971]

Jakobson, Roman, and Krystyna Pomorska. Dialogues. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press,
1980

Jangfeldt, Bengt. “Roman Jakobson in Sweden 1940-1941.” Cabiers de I’ ILSL 9,
(1997): 141-149

Jankowsky, Kurt R. The Neogrammarians: A Re-evaluation of their Place in the
Development of Linguistic Science. The Hague/Paris: Mouton, 1972

. “Comparative, Historical, and Typological Linguistics Since the Eighteenth
Century.” The Oxford Handbook of the History of Linguistics (2013): 635-65 4.
hetps://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199585847.013.0029

Jellinek, Max Hermann. Geschichte der neuhochdeutschen Grammatik von den
Anfiingen bis auf Adelung, vol 1. Heidelberg: Carl Winter’s
Universititsbuchhandlung, 1913

Johnson, Mark. The Body in the Mind: The Bodily Basis of Meaning, Imagination, and
Reason. Chicago: University of Chicago press, 1987

Jones, Linda K. “A Synopsis of Tagmemics.” In Syntax and Semantics, ed. Edith A.
Moravcsik, and Jessica R. Wirth, Vol. 13, New York: Academic Press, 1980

Jongkind, Dirk. An Introduction to the Greek New Testament: Produced ar Tyndale
House, Cambridge. Wheaton, Illinois: Crossway, 2019

Joseph, John E. “The Exportation of Structuralist Ideas from Linguistics to other
Fields: An Overview, 2. Teilband.” In History of the Language
Sciences/Geschichte der Sprachwissenschaften /Historie des sciences du langage, ed.
Sylvain Auroux, Armin Burkhardt, E. F. K. Koerner, Hugo Sterner, and
Herbert Ernst Wiegland, Berlin: De Gruyter Mouton, 2001

. From Whitney to Chomsky: Essays in the History of American Linguistics.
Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 2002

. “Structural Linguistics.” In The Routledge Handbook of Linguistics, ed. Keith
Allan, 431-446. London and New York: Routledge, 2016

417



Joseph, John E., Nigel Love, and Talbot J. Taylor. Landmarks in Linguistic Thought:
The Western Tradition in the Twentieth Century. Vol. 2. London: Routledge,
2001

Kang, Hanbyul. Three Nuances of the Perfect Indicative in the Greek New Testament.
Eugene, Oregon: Wipf & Stock, 2021

Katz, Jerrold J., and Jerry A. Fodor. “The Structure of a Semantic Theory.” Language
39, (1963): 170-210

Kemmer, Suzanne. “Usage-Based Grammar.” In International Encyclopedia of
Linguistics, ed. William J. Frawley, 2nd online edition, Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2003

Kempson, Ruth M. Semantic Theory. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1977

Kenny, Anthony. Action, Emotion and Will. London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1963

Kiefer, Ferenc. “Morphopragmatic Phenomena in Hungarian.” Acza Linguistica
Hungarica 51, no. 3-4 (2004): 325-349

Kiparsky, Paul. “From Paleogrammarians to Neogrammarians.” In Studies in the

History of Linguistics: Traditions and Paradigms, ed. Dell Hymes, Bloomington:
Indiana University Press, 1974

Koftka, Kurt. Principles of Gestalt Psychology. New York: Harcourt, Brace & World,
1935

Kohler, Wolfgang. Gestalt Psychology. New York: Liveright, 1947

Krug, Manfred G. “Frequency, Iconicity, Categorization: Evidence From Emerging
Modals.” In Frequency and the Emergence of Linguistic Structure, ed. Joan Bybee,
and Paul Hopper, 309-335. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins
Publishing Company, 2001

Kuhn, Thomas A. The Structure of Scientific Revolutions. Chicago: The University of
Chicago Press, 2012

Kiithner, Raphael, and Friedrich Blass. Ausfiihrliche Grammatik Der Griechischen
Sprache. Hannover: Verlag Hahnsche Buchhandlung, 1978

Kiihner, Raphael, and Bernhard Gerth. Ausfiibrliche Grammatik der griechischen
Sprache. Zweiter Teil: Satzlehre, Zweiter Band. Hannover und Leipzig:
Hahnsche Buchhandlung, 1904

Lakoff, George. “Linguistic Gestalts.” Chicago Linguistic Society 13, (1977): 236-287

. Women, Fire, and Dangerous Things. Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1987

Lakoff, George, and Mark Johnson. Philosophy in the Flesh: The Embodied Mind and
its Challenge to Western Thought. New York: Basic Books, 1999

418



Langacker, Ronald W. Concept, Image, Symbol: The Cognitive Basis in Grammar. 2nd
ed. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter, [1991] 2002

. “Space Grammar, Analysability, and the English Passive.” Language 58,
(1982): 22-80

. Foundations of Cognitive Grammar: Theoretical Prerequisites. Vol. 1.
Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1987

. “Nouns and Verbs.” Language 63, (1987): 53-94

. Foundations of Cognitive Grammar: Descriptive Applications. Vol. 2. Stanford:
Stanford University Press, 1991

. Grammar and Conceptualization. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter, 1999

. “Assessing the Cognitive Linguistic Enterprise.” In Cognitive linguistics:
Foundations, Scope, and Methodology, ed. Theo Janssen, and Gisela Redeker, 13-
59. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter, 1999

. “Losing Control: Grammaticization, Subjectification and Cognition.” In
Historical Semantics and Cognition, ed. Andreas Blank, and Peter Koch, 147-
175. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter, 1999

. “Cognitive Grammar.” In The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed.
Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, 421-462. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2007

. “Cognitive Grammar.” The Oxford Handbook of Linguistic Analysis (2015):
99-120. https://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199677078.013.0005

Langendonck, Willy van. “Iconicity.” In The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive
Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, 394-418. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2007

Larsen-Freeman, Diane, and Lynne Cameron. Complex Systems and Applied
Linguistics. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008

Law, Vivien. The History of Linguistics in Europe: From Plato to 1600. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2003

Lees, R. B. “Review of Syntactic Structures.” Language 33.3, (1957): 375-408

Lehmann, Christian. “Grammaticalization and Related Changes in Contemporary
German.” In Approaches to Grammaticalization, Vol 2, ed. Elizabeth Closs
Traugott, and Bernd Heine, 493-535. Amsterdam and Philadelphia: John
Benjamins Publishing Company, 1991

. Thoughts on Grammaticalization. 3 ed. Berlin: Language Science Press, 2015
[1995]
Lepschy, Guilio C. A Survey of Structural Linguistics. London: Faber and Faber, 1970

419



Lewandowska-Tomaszczyk, Barbara. “Polysemy, Prototypes, and Radial Categories.”
In The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and
Hubert Cuyckens, 139-169. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007

Lewis, C. S. The Allegory of Love. Studies in Words, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1936

Lichtenberk, Frantisek. “On the Gradualness of Grammaticalization.” In Approaches
to Grammaticalization, Volume I: Focus on Theoretical and Methodological Issues,
ed. Elizabeth Closs Traugott, and Bernd Heine, 37-80.
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 1991

Lightfoot, David W. “Introduction [to Noam Chomsky’s Syntactic Structures,
1957].” In Syntactic Structures, Berlin/New York: Mouton de Gruyter, 2002

Louw, Johannes P. “On Greek Prohibitions.” Acta Classica 2, (1959): 43-57

. “Die Semantiese Waarde van die Perfektum in Hellenistese Grieks.” Acta
Classica 10, (1967): 23-32

. “Verbal Aspek in Grieks.” Taalfasette 15, (1971): 13-26

. “Verbal Aspect in the First Letter of John.” Neotestamentica 9, (1975): 98-
104

. Semantics of New Testament Greek. Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1982

Luelsdorff, Philip A. “Introduction.” In The Prague School of Structural and
Functional Linguistics, ed. Philip A. Luelsdorff, Amsterdam: John Benjamins,
1994

Lyell, Charles. The Geological Evidences of the Antiquity of Man. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2010 [1863]

Lyons, John. Structural Semantics. Oxford: Blackwell, 1963
. Introduction to Theoretical Linguistics. Cambridge University Press, 1968

. Semantics. Vol. 1. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1977

. Language and Linguistics: An Introduction. Vol. 324. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1981

Mackenzie, J. Lachlan. “Functional Linguistics.” In The Routledge Handbook of
Linguistics, ed. Keith Allan, 470-484. London and New York: Routledge, 2016

MacWhinney, Brian. “Basic Syntactic Processes.” In Language Acquisition: vol 1,
Syntax and Semantics, ed. S. Kuczaj, 73-136. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum,
1982

. “Grammatical Devices for Sharing Points.” In Communicative Competence:
Acquisition and Intervention, ed. R. Schiefelbusch, Baltimore: University Park
Press, 1985

420



. “Hungarian Language Acquisition as an Exemplification of a General Model
of Grammatical Development.” In The Cross-Cultural Study of Language
Acquisition, ed. D. Slobin, Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum, 1986

. “Competition and Teachability.” In The Teachability of Language, ed. M.
Rice, and R. Schiefelbusch, Baltimore: Brookes, 1988

. “Competition and Lexical Categorization.” In Linguistic Categorization, ed.
R. Corrigan, F. Eckman, and Michael Noonan, 195-241. Philadelphia:
Benjamins, 1989

. “Second Language Acquisition and the Competition Model.” In Tuzorials in
Bilingualism, ed. A. M. de Groot, and J. F. Kroll, 113-142. Mahwah, NJ:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, 1997

. “Emergentist Approaches to Language.” In International Encyclopedia of
Linguistics, ed. William J. Frawley, 2nd online edition, 2003

. “Conclusions: Competition Across Time.” In Competing Motivations in
Grammar and Usage, ed. Brian MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith
Moravcsik, 364-386. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014

. “The Competition Model.” In Mechanisms of Language Acquisition, ed. Brian
MacWhinney, 249-308. Hillsdale NJ: Erlbaum, 1987

MacWhinney, Brian, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith Moravcsik, eds. Competing
Motivations in Grammar and Usage. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014

Malinowski, Bronislaw. “The Problem of Meaning in Primitive Languages.” In 7he
Meaning of Meaning, ed. C. K. Ogden, and I. A. Richards, London: Kegan
Paul, 1923

. Coral Gardens and Their Magic: The Language of Magic and Gardening. Vol.

2. London: George Allen & Unwin LTD, 1935

Mandilaras, Basil G. The Verb in the Greek Non-Literary Papyri. Athens: Hellenic
Ministry of Culture and Sciences, 1973

Marais, Kobus. Translation Theory and Development Studies: A Complexity Theory
Approach. New York: Routledge, 2014

Marshall, Michael. “The Entire Brain may be Involved in Language, not Just a few
Regions.” New Scientist, 20 September 2023,

Martin, J. R. Interviews with M. A. K. Halliday: Language Turned Back on Himself.
London: Bloomsbury, 2013

Martin, James R., Yeagan J. Doran, and Giacomo Figueredo. Systemic Functional
Language Description: Making Meaning Matter. New York: Routledge, 2019

Martinet, André. Economie des changements phonétiques. Berne: Francke, 1955

Mateos, Juan. El aspecto verbal en el Nuevo Testamento. Madrid: Ediciones
Cristiandad, 1977

421



Mathewson, David. Verbal Aspect in the Book of Revelation: The Function of Greek
Verb Tenses in John’s Apocalypse. Linguistic Biblical Studies, Leiden; Boston:
Brill, 2010

Matthews, Peter H. A Short History of Structural Linguistics. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2001

Matthews, Stephen James. “A Cognitive Approach to the Typology of Verbal
Aspect.” University of Southern California, 1990

Matthiessen, Christian, Bo Wang, Yuanyi Ma, and Isaac N. Mwinlaaru. Systemic
Functional Insights on Language and Linguistics. Springer, 2022a

Matthiessen, Christian M. I. M. “Registerial Cartography: Context-based Mapping of
Text Types and their Rhetorical-relational Organization.” Proceedings of the
28th Pacific Asia Conference on Language, Information and Computation. (2014):

Matthiessen, Christian M. I. M., and Kazuhiro Teruya. Systemic Functional
Linguistics. A Complete Guide. London and New York: Routledge, 2023

Matthiessen, Christian M. 1. M., Kazuhiro Teruya, and Marvin Lam. Key Terms in
Systemic Functional Linguistics. London: Continuum, 2010

Matthiessen, Christian M. I. M., Bo Wang, Yuanyi Ma, and Isaac N. Mwinlaaru.
Systemic Functional Insights on Language and Linguistics. Singapore: Springer
Singapore, 2022

Mattiello, Elisa. Extra-Grammatical Morphology in English: Abbreviations, Blends,
Reduplicatives, and Related Phenomena. Vol. 82. Berlin/Boston: De Gruyter
Mouton, 2013

Mayerthaler, Willi. Studien zur theoretischen und zur franzisischen Morphologie:
Reduplikation, Echowdrter, morphologische Natiirlichkeit, Haplologie,
Produktivitit, Regeltelescoping, paradigmatischer Ausgleich. Vol. 40. Linguistische
Arbeiten, Tiibingen: Max Niemeyer Verlag, 1977

——— Morphologische Natiirlichkeit. Wiesbaden: Athenaion, 1981

Mazzone, Marco. “Cognitive Pragmatics.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive
Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 439-449. New York: Routledge,
2021

McElvenny, James. “Introduction.” In Gabelentz and the Science of Language, ed.
James McElvenny, Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press, 2019

. A History of Modern Linguistics: From the Beginnings to World War I1.
Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2024

McEnery, Tony, and Andrew Hardie. “The History of Corpus Linguistics.” The
Oxford Handbook of the History of Linguistics (2013): 727-74s5.
hetps://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199585847.013.0034

422



McEnery, Tony, and Andrew Wilson. Corpus Linguistics. 2 ed. Edinburgh: Edinburgh
University Press, 2001

McKay, Kenneth L. “The Use of Ancient Greek Perfect down to the End of the
Second Century AD.” Bulletin of the Institute of Classical Studlies 12, (1965): 1-
21

. “Further Remarks on the ‘Historical’ Present and other Phenomena.”

Foundations of Language 11, (1974): 247-251

. Greek Grammar for Students: A Concise Grammar of Classical Attic with
Special Reference to Aspect in the Verb. Department of Classics. The Australian
National University, 1974

. “On the Perfect and other Aspects in the Greek Non-Literary Papyri.”
Bulletin of the Institute of Classical Studies 277, no. 1 (1980): 23-49

. “On the Perfect and other Aspects in New Testament Greek.” Novum
Testamentum (1981): 289-329

. “Aspect in Imperatival Constructions in New Testament Greek.” Novum
Testamentum (1985): 201-226

. “Aspects of the Imperative in Ancient Greek.” Antichthon 20, (1986): 41-58

. “Aspectual Usage in Timeless Contexts in Ancient Greek.” In In the Footsteps
of Raphael Kiihner, ed. A. Rijksbaron, H. A. Mulder, and G. C. Wakker, 193-
208. Amsterdam: J.C. Gieben, 1988

. “Time and Aspect in New Testament Greek.” Novum Testamentum 3 4, no.

3 (1992): 209-228

. A New Syntax of the Verb in New Testament Greek: An Aspectual Approach.
New York: Peter Lang, 1994

McMillan, James B. “Summary of Nine-Teenth-century Historical and Comparative
Linguistics.” In Readings in Applied English Linguistics, ed. Harold B. Allen.,
New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1958

Meillet, Antoine. “L’évolution des formes grammaticales.” Scientia 6, no. 12 ([1912]
1958): 130-148

. “Le renouvellement des conjonctions.” Annuaires de I’Ecole Pratique des

Hautes Etudes 48, no. 1 (1915): 9-28

. “L’évolution de formes grammaticales.” Scientia XII, no. XXVI, 6 (1912):

Merkle, Benjamin L. “The Abused Aspect: Neglecting the Influence of a Verb’s
Lexical Meaning on Tense-Form Choice.” Bulletin for Biblical Research 26, no.
1 (2016): 57-74

. “Where do We Go from Here?” In Linguistics and New Testament Greek: Key

Issues in the Current Debate, ed. David Alan Black, and Benjamin L. Merkle,

Grand Rapids, Michigan: Baker Academic, 2020

423



Mithun, Marianne. “Affix Ordering: Motivation and Interpretation.” In 75e
Cambridge Handbook of Morphology, ed. Andrew Hippisley, and Gregory
Stump, 149-185. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2016

Moorhouse, Alfred Charles. The Syntax of Sophocles. Vol. 75. Leiden: Brill, 1982

Moravesik, Edith. “Introduction.” In Competing Motivations in Grammar and Usage,
ed. Brian MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith Moravesik, 1-14.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014

Morpurgo Davies, Anna. “Karl Brugmann and Late Nineteenth-Century Linguistics.”
In Studies in the History of Western Linguistics, ed. Theodora Bynon, and F. R.
Palmer, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1986

. Nineteenth-Century Linguistics. Vol. 4. History of Linguistics, ed. Giulio
Lepschy. London and New York: Longman, 1998

Moser, Amalia. “Tense and Aspect after the New Testament.” In The Greek Verb
Revisited: A Fresh Approach for Biblical Exegesis, 539-562. Bellingham: Lexham
Press, 2016

Moule, Charles Francis Digby. An Idiom Book of New Testament Greek. Cambridge:
University Press, 1953

Moulton, James Hope. A Grammar of New Testament Greek: Vol. 1, Prolegomena. 3
ed. Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1908

. A Grammar of New Testament Greck. Vol 3, Syntax. ed. Nigel Turner.
Edinburgh: T & T Clark, 1963

Mourelatos, Alexander P. D. “Events, Processes, and States.” Linguistics and
Philosophy 2, no. 3 (1978): 415-434

Murphy, A. B. Aspectival Usage in Russian. Oxford: Pergamon Press, 1965

Napoli, Maria. Aspect and Actionality in Homeric Greek: A Contrastive Analysis.
Milano: FrancoAngeli, 2006

Nedjalkov, Vladimir P., and Sergej Je. Jaxontov. Typology of Resultative Constructions:
Translated from the original Russian edition (1983). Translated by Bernard
Comrie. Typological Studies in Language, ed. Vladimir P. Nedjalkov, and
Bernard Comrie. Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 1988

Nerlich, Brigitte, and David D. Clarke. “Cognitive Linguistics and the History of
Linguistics.” In The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk
Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, §89-607. Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2007

Newmeyer, Frederick J. “Functional Explanation in Linguistics and the Origins of
Language.” Language and Communication 11, no. 1-2 (1991): 3-28

. Language Form and Language Function. Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT
Press, 1998

424



. “Where Do Motivations Compete?” In Competing Motivations in Grammar
and Usage, ed. Brian MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith Moravecsik,
299-314. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014

Noél, Dirk, and Timothy Colleman. “Diachronic Construction Grammar.” In 7he
Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor,
662-675. New York: Routledge, 2021

Notari, Christiane. Chomsky et l'ordinateur: Approche critique d’une théorie linguistique.
Toulouse: Presses Universitaires du Mirail, 2010

. “Summary of The Computer Metaphor and Cognitive Linguistics
(Métaphore de l'ordinateur et linguistique cognitive); Ph.D. thesis by
Christiane Notari at University of Toulouse II (2008).” (2023):
hetp://christiane-notari-sur-chomsky.com/docs/resumedetaille_va.pdf

Nuyts, Jan. “On Determining the Functions of Language.” Semiotica 94, no. 3/4
(1993): 201-232
. “Cognitive Linguistics and Functional Linguistics.” In The Oxford Handbook

of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, 543-565.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007

Nylund, Jan H. “Aspectual Differences in Synoptic Parallels. Evaluating Stanley E.
Porter’s Theory on Verbal Aspect.” B.A. Thesis, ORU, 2001

. “The Progressive in Translation: An Investigation of the Translation into
Swedish of three English Modern Novels.” B.A. Thesis, Uppsala University,
2003

. “Review of Verbal Aspect in the Book of Revelation: The Function of Greek
Verb Tenses in John’s Apocalypse.” Svensk exegetisk drsbok 78, (2013): 243-245

. “The Prague School of Linguistics and its Influence on New Testament
Language Studies.” In The Language of the New Testament. Context, History,
and Development, ed. Stanley E. Porter, and Andrew W. Pitts, Leiden/Boston:
Brill, 2013

. “Review of Verbal Aspect in Synoptic Parallels: On the Method and
Meaning of Divergent Tense-Form Usage in the Synoptic Passion Narratives.”
Svensk exegetisk drsbok 79, (2014): 155-157

. “Review of Verbal Aspect Theory and the Prohibitions in the Greek New
Testament.” Svensk Exegetisk Arsbok 81, 245-247

. Resolving Aristotle’s Aporia on Time (contracted). Cham: Palgrave Macmillan,
2024

O’Grady, Gerard, Tom Bartlett, and Lise Fontaine. Choice in Language: Applications
in Text Analysis. Sheftield/Bristol: Equinox, 2013

425



Oakley, Todd. “Image Schemas.” In The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics,
ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, 214-23 5. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2007

Orriens, Sander. “Involving the Past in the Present: The Classical Greek Perfect as a
Situating Cohesion Device.” In Discourse Cobesion in Ancient Greek, ed.
Stéphanie Bakker, and Gerry Wakker, Leiden/Boston: Brill, 2009

Ortner, Brian Raff. “The Grammaticalization of Time in the Imperfect Tense in the
Greek of the New Testament.” Dallas Theological Seminary, 2019

Ozolins, Kaspars. “Historical Linguistics and the Biblical Languages.” In Linguistic
Theory and the Biblical Text, ed. William A. Ross, and Elizabeth Robar, 172-
122. Cambridge: Open Book Publishers, 2023

Palmer, Gary B. “Cognitive Linguistics and Anthropological Linguistics.” In 7he
Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert
Cuyckens, 1045-1073. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007

Palmer, Micheal W. Levels of Constituent Structure in New Testament Greek. Vol. 4.
Studies in Biblical Greek, New York: Peter Lang, 1995

Pang, Francis. Revisiting Aspect and Aktionsart: A Corpus Approach to Koine Greek
Event Typology. Vol. 14. Linguistic Biblical Studies, Leiden/Boston: Brill, 2016

Panther, Klaus-Uwe. “Motivation.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive
Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 297-313. New York: Routledge,
2021

. Introduction to Cognitive Pragmatics. Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing
Company, 2022

Paul, Hermann. Prinzipien der Sprachgeschichte. Vol. 6. Konzepte der Sprach- und
Literaturwissenschaft, Berlin/New York: De Gruyter, 1995 [1880]

Paul, Kay, and Charles ]. Fillmore. “Grammatical Constructions and Linguistic
Generalizations: The What’s X Doing Y? Construction.” Language 75, (1999):
134

Paveau, Marie-Anne, and Georges-Elia Sarfati. Les grandes théories de la linguistique:
De la grammaire comparée a la pragmatique. Paris: Armand Colin, 2003

Penke, Martina, and Anette Rosenbach. “What Counts as Evidence in Linguistics?:
An Introduction.” In What Counts as Evidence in Linguistics: The Case of
Innateness, ed. Martina Penke, and Anette Rosenbach, 1-49.
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing, 2007

Picirilli, Robert E. “The Meaning of the Tenses in New Testament Greek: Where Are
\We?” Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society 48, no. 3 (2005): 533

Pinker, Steven. The Language Instinct: How the Mind Creates Language. New York:
Harper Perennial Modern Classics, 2007 [1994]

426



Pitcher, Sophia L. “Emerging from Silos of Analysis: A Complexity Theory Approach
to the Study of Biblical Texts.” In Linguistic Theory and the Biblical Text, ed.
William A. Ross, and Elizabeth Robar, 273-323. Cambridge: Open Book
Publishers, 2023

Pollard, Carl, and Ivan A. Sag. Head-Driven Phrase Structure Grammar. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1994

Porter, Stanley E. “Studying Ancient Languages from a Modern Linguistic
Perspective: Essential Terms and Terminology.” Filologia Neotestamentaria 2.,
(1989): 147-172

. Verbal Aspect in the Greek of the New Testament, With Reference to Tense and

Mood. Bern: Peter Lang, 1989

. Idioms of the Greek New Testament. Sheffield: JSOT, 1992

. “Aspect Theory and Lexicography.” In Biblical Greek Language and

Lexicography: Essays in Honor of Frederick W. Danker, ed. Bernard A. Taylor,

John A.L. Lee, Peter R Burton, and Richard E. Whitaker, 207-222. Grand

Rapids: Eerdmans, 2004

. “Greek Grammar and Syntax.” In The Face of New Testament Studies, ed.

Scot McKnight, and Grant R. Osborne, Grand Rapids, Michigan: Baker

Academic Apollos, 2004

. Linguistic Analysis of the Greek New Testament: Studies in Tools, Methods, and
Practice. Grand Rapids, Michigan: Baker Academic, 2015

. “Linguistic Schools.” In Linguistics and New Testament Greck: Key Issues in
the Current Debate, ed. David Alan Black, and Benjamin L. Merkle, Grand
Rapids, Michigan: Baker Academic, 2020

. “Where have all the Greek Grammarians Gone? And why should anyone
Care?” Biblical and Ancient Greek Linguistics 9, (2020): 5-38

. New Testament Theology and the Greek Language: A Linguistic
Reconceptualisation. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2022

. “A Natural Language Approach to Koine Greek Exegesis.” Biblical and
Ancient Greek Linguistics 11, (2022-23): 69-100

. Linguistic Descriptions of the Greek New Testament: New Studies in Systemic
Functional Linguistics. London: Bloomsbury T&T Clark, 2023

. “Linguistic Theory in Hebrew and Greek Language Study.” In Putting the
Pieces Together: Formalizing Units and Structures in the Biblical Languages, ed.
Stanley E. Porter, Christopher D. Land, and James D. Dvorak, 2024

427



. “Systemic Functional Linguistics and the Greek Language: The Need for
Further Modeling.” In Modeling Biblical Literature: Selected Papers from the
McMaster Divinity College Linguistics Circle, ed. Stanley E. Porter, Gregory P.
Fewster, and Christopher D. Land, 9-47. Leiden/Boston: Brill, 2016

. “The Perfect Isn’t Perfect - it’s Stative: The Meaning of the Greek Perfect
Tense-Form in the Greek Verbal System.” In The Perfect Storm: Critical
Discussion of the Semantics of the Greek Perfect Tense under Aspect Theory, ed. D.
A. Carson, 105-127. New York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021

. “Why the Greek Perfect Tense Form is Stative.” In The Perfect Storm:

Critical Discussion of the Semantics of the Greck Perfect Tense under Aspect
Theory, ed. D. A. Carson, 45-59. New York, Bern etc: Peter Lang, 2021

Porter, Stanley E., and Andrew W. Pitts. “New Testament Greek Language and
Linguistics in Recent Research.” Currents in Biblical Research 6, (2008): 214-

255

Posner, M., and S. Keele. “On the Genesis of Abstract Ideas.” Journal of Experimental
Psychology 77, (1968): 353-363

Prince, Ellen F. “On "Functional Explanation in Linguistics and the Origins of
Language’.” Language ¢ Communication 11, no. 1/2 (1991): 79-82

Probert, Philomen, and Andreas Willi. Laws and Rules in Indo-European. Oxford
University Press, 2012

Radden, Giinter. “Iconicity.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed.
Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 268-296. New York: Routledge, 2021

Radermacher, Ludwig. Neutestamentliche Grammatik: Das Griechisch des Neuen
Testaments im Zusammenhang mit der Volkssprache. Vol. 1. Mohr, 1925

Reisig, Karl. Vorlesungen diber lateinische Sprachwissenschaft. Leipzig: Lehnhold, 1839

Rijksbaron, Albert. The Syntax and Semantics of the Verb in Classical Greek: An
Introduction. Amsterdam: J.C. Gieben, 1984

. The Syntax and Semantics of the Verb in Classical Greeck: An Introduction. 3
ed. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2006

. “The Discourse Function of the Imperfect.” In In the Footsteps of Raphael
Kiihner: Proceedings of the International Colloguium in Commemoration of the
150th Anniversary of the Publication of Raphael Kiihner’s Ausfiihrliche Grammatik
Der Griechischen Sprache, 11. Theil: Syntaxe, ed. Albert Rijksbaron, H. A.
Mulder, and Gerrigje Catharina Wakker, 237-254. Amsterdam: J. C. Gieben,
1988

Robar, Elizabeth. “Introduction.” In Linguistic Theory and the Biblical Text, ed.
William A. Ross, and Elizabeth Robar, 1-5. Cambridge: Open Book
Publishers, 2023

428



Roberts, Ian. “Introduction.” In The Oxford Handbook of Universal Grammar, ed. Ian
Roberts, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2016

Robertson, Archibald Thomas. A Grammar of the Greck New Testament in the Light of
Historical Research. Nashville: Broadman Press, 1914

Robins, Robert Henry. A Short History of Linguistics. 4th ed. London: Longman, 1997

Rohrer, Tim. “Embodiment and Experientialism.” In 7he Oxford Handbook of
Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, 25-47. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2007

Ross, William A. “Cognitive Linguistics and the Biblical Languages.” In Linguistic
Theory and the Biblical Text, ed. William A. Ross, and Elizabeth Robar, 117-
171. Cambridge: Open Book Publishers, 2023

Ruhl, Charles. On Monosemy: A Study in Linguistic Semantics. Albany, NY: State
University of New York Press, 1989

Ruipérez, Martin Sdnchez. Estructura del sistema de aspectos y tiempos del verbo griego
antiguo: andlysis funcional sincrénico. Vol. 7. Theses et Studia Philologica
Salmanticensia, Salamanca: Universidad de Salamanca, Colegio Trilingue,
1954

. Structure du systéme des aspects et des temps du verbe en grec ancien: Analyse
Jfonctionnelle synchronique. Vol. 263. Presses Univ. Franche-Comté, 1982
[1954]

Runge, Steven E. “Contrastive Substitution and the Greek Verb: Reassessing Porter’s
Argument.” Novum Testamentum 56, (2014): 154-173

Runge, Steven E., and Christopher J. Fresch. The Greek Verb Revisited: A Fresh
Approach for Biblical Exegesis. Lexham Press, 2016

Rydbeck, Lars. “What Happened to New Testament Greek Grammar After Albert
Debrunner.” New Testament Studies 21, no. 3 (1975): 424-427

Ryle, Gilbert. The Concept of Mind. 6oth anniversary ed. London: Hutchinson and
Co., 1949

Sabriula, Jan. “Verbal Aspect and Manner of Action in French.” In The Prague School
of Linguistics and Language Teaching, ed. Vilém Fried, Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1972

Sampson, Geoffrey. Schools of Linguistics. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press,
1980

Sasse, Hans-Jiirgen. “Aspect and Aktionsart: A Reconciliation.” Belgian Journal of
Linguistics 6, no. 1 (1991): 31-44

Saussure, Ferdinand de. Mémoire sur le systéme primitif des voyelles dans les langues
indo-européennes. Leipzig: G. B. Teubner, 1879

. Course in General Linguistics. Bungay, Suffolk: Fontana/Collins, [1916] 1974

429



Saussure, Ferdinand de, published by C. Bally and A. Sechehaye, with the assistance
of A. Riedlinger. Edition with introduction and notes by T. de Mauro. Cours
de linguistique générale. Paris: Payot, 1971 [1916]

Schleicher, August. Die Darwinsche Theorie und die Sprachwissenschaft. Weimar:
Bohlau, 1863

Schmid, Hans-Jorg. Cognitive Pragmatics. Vol. 4. Berlin: De Gruyter Mouton, 2012

. The Dynamics of the Linguistic System: Usage, Conventionalization, and
Entrenchment. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2020

. “Entrenchment, Salience, and Basic Levels.” In 7The Oxford Handbook of
Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2007

Schmidt, Daryl D. Hellenistic Greek Grammar and Noam Chomsky: Nominalizing
Transformations. Vol. 62. Society of Biblical Literature Dissertation Series,
Chico, California: Scholars Press, 1981

. “The Study of Hellenistic Greek Grammar in the Light of Contemporary
Linguistics.” Perspectives in Religious Studies 11, (1984): 27-38

Schroder, Ulrike. “Cognitive Linguistics and Discourse Studies.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 484-499.
New York: Routledge, 2021

Schultz, Anke, and Lise Fontaine. “The Cardiff Model of Functional Syntax.” In 7%e
Cambridge Handbook of Systemic Functional Linguistics, ed. Geoff Thompson,
Wendy L. Bowcher, Lise Fontaine, and David Schénthal, 230-258.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2019

Schwyzer, Eduard, and Albert Debrunner. Griechische Grammatik: Auf der Grundlage
von Karl Brugmanns Griechischer Grammatik. Syntax und Syntaktische Stilistik /
vervollstindigt und herausgegeben von Albert Debrunner. Vol. 2. CH Beck’sche,
1950

Sedlacek, James E. “The Verbal Aspect Integral to the Perfect and Pluperfect Tense-
Forms in the Pauline Corpus: A Semantic and Pragmatic Analysis.” The
University of Manchester, 2020

. The Verbal Aspect Integral to the Perfect and Pluperfect Tense-Forms in the
Pauline Corpus: A Semantic and Pragmatic Analysis. New York, Bern etc.: Peter
Lang, 2022

Sériot, Patrick. “The Impact of Czech and Russian Biology on the Linguistic
Thought of the Prague Linguistic Circle.” In Travaux du Cercle Linguistique de
Prague n.s. Prague Linguistic Circle Papers 3, ed. Eva Hajicovd, Tomas
Hoskovec, Oldfich Leska, Petr Sgall, and Zdena Skoumalovd, Amsterdam:
John Benjamins, 1999

430



Seuren, Pieter Albertus Maria. Western Linguistics: An Historical Introduction. Oxford:
Blackwell, 1998

Siewierska, Anna. “Functional and Cognitive Grammars.” The Oxford Handbook of
the History of Linguistics, (2013): 485-501.
hteps://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199585847.013.0022

Silva, Moisés. Biblical Words and Their Meaning: An Introduction to Lexical Semantics.
Revised and expanded ed. Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1983

Simone, Raffaele. “Foreword: Under the Sign of Cratylus.” In Iconicity in Language,
ed. Raffaele Simone, vi-xi. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins
Publishing Company, 1995

. “The Early Modern Period.” In Renaissance and Early Modern Linguistics, ed.
Guilio Lepschy, 149-236. London and New York: Longman, 1998

Sinha, Chris. “Cognitive Linguistics, Psychology, and Cognitive Science.” In 7he
Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert
Cuyckens, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007

Smith, Carlota S. “Tense and Aspect: Time Across Languages.” In Semantics: an
International Handbook of Natural Language Meaning, ed. Claudia Maienborn,
Klaus von Heusinger, and Paul Portner, 2581-2608. Berlin: De Gruyter
Mouton, 2012

Sperber, Dan, and Deirdre Wilson. Relevance: Communication and Cognition.
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1986

Stampe, David. A Dissertation on Natural Phonology. New York: Garland, 1979

. “On Chapter Nine.” In Issues in Phonological Theory Proceedings, ed. Michael
J. Kenstowicz, and Charles W. Kisseberth, The Hague: Mouton, 2011

Stamps, Dennis L. “Interpreting the Language of St Paul: Grammar, Modern
Linguistics, and Translation Theory.” In Discourse Analysis and other Topics in
Biblical Greek, ed. Stanley E. Porter, and Donald A. Carson, 131-139.
Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1995

Stankiewicz, Edward. “Bréal, Michel (1832-1915).” Encyclopedic Dictionary of
Semiotics (2010):
heeps:/fwww.degruyter.com/database/EDS/entry/breal_michel/html

Stoevsky, Andrei. “Towards an Integrational Approach in Linguistics.” In Functional
Perspectives on Grammar and Discourse: in Honour of Angela Downing, ed.
Christopher S. Butler, Raquel Hidalgo Downing, and Julia Lavid, 81-95.
Amsterdam / Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 2007

431



Taboada, Maite. “Cohesion and Conjunction.” In The Cambridge Handbook of
Functional Linguistics, ed. Geoff Thompson, Wendy L. Bowcher, Lise
Fontaine, and David Schonthal, 311-332. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2019

Talmy, Leonard. “Attention Phenomena.” In The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive
Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, 264-293. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2007

Tatevosov, Sergej. “The Parameter of Actionality.” Linguistic Typology 6, no. 3
(2003): 317-401

Taverniers, Miriam. “Semantics.” In The Cambridge Handbook of Systemic Functional
Linguistics, ed. Geoff Thompson, Wendy L. Bowcher, Lise Fontaine, and
David Schonthal, §5-91. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2019

Tavoni, Mirko. “Renaissance Linguistics.” In Renaissance and Early Modern
Linguistics, ed. Guilio Lepschy, 1-108. London and New York: Longman, 1998

Tay, Dennis. “Image Schemas.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics,
ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 161-172. New York: Routledge, 2021

Taylor, John R. “Back to Basics.” In Conference Handbook of the 16th National
Conference of the English Linguistic Society of Japan, 158-163. Tokyo: English
Linguistic Society of Japan, 1998

. “Cognitive Linguistics and Autonomous Linguistics.” In The Oxford
Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens,
566-588. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007

John R. Taylor, and Jeanette Littlemore, eds. The Bloomsbury Companion to Cognitive
Linguistics. London: Bloomsbury Academic, 2014

Thompson, Geoff. Introducing Functional Grammar. 3rd ed. London/New York:
Routledge, 2014

Thompson, Geoff, Wendy L. Bowcher, Lise Fontaine, and David Schonthal, eds. 75e
Cambridge Handbook of Systemic Functional Linguistics. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2019

Thompson, Sandra A. “Functional Linguistics.” In International Encyclopedia of
Linguistics, ed. William J. Frawley, 2nd online edition, Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2003

Thomson, Christopher J. “What is Aspect? Contrasting Definitions in General
Linguistics and New Testament Studies.” In 7he Greek Verb Revisited: A Fresch
Approach for Biblical Exegesis, ed. Steven E. Runge, and Christopher J. Fresch,
13-80. Bellingham: Lexham Press, 2016

Michael Tomasello, ed. 7he New Psychology of Language: Cognitive and Functional
Approaches to Language Structure. Vol. 1, Mahwah: Erlbaum, 1998

432



Tomi¢, Olga Miseska ed. Markedness in Synchrony and Diachrony. New York: Walter
de Gruyter, 1989

Tomi¢, Olga Miseska. “On the Assessment of the Markedness Status of the
Exponents of a Grammatical Category.” In Markedness in Synchrony and
Diachrony, ed. Olga MiSeska Tomi¢, 191-205. Berlin & New York: Mouton de
Gruyter, 1989

Trier, Jost. Der deutsche Wortschatz im Sinnbezirk des Verstandes: Die Geschichte eines
sprachlichen Feldes Von den Anfingen bis zum Beginn des 13. Jahrhunderts. Vol.
1. Heidelberg: Winter, 1931

Trnka, Bohumil. “Prague Structural Linguistics.” In Selected Papers in Structural
Linguistics: Contributions to English and General Linguistics Written in the Years
1928-1978, ed. Bohumil Trnka, Berlin: Mouton, 1982

Trubetzkoy, Nikolai. “Die phonologischen Systeme.” In Travaux du Cercle
Linguistique de Prague, 4, 96-116. 1931

. Grundziige der Phonologie. Prague: Cercle Linguistique de Prague, 1939

Tuggy, David. “Schematicity.” In The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed.
Dirk Geeraerts, and Hubert Cuyckens, 82-116. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2007

Turner, Mark. “Opening Commentary: Polytropos and Communication in the
Wild.” In The Cambridge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Barbara
Dancygier, 93-98. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017

Ungerer, Friedrich, and Hans-Jérg Schmid. An Introduction to Cognitive Linguistics.
Harlow: Longman, 1996

. An Introduction to Cognitive Linguistics. 2 ed. Harlow: Pearson Longman,
2006

Vachek, Josef. The Linguistic School of Prague: An Introduction to its Theory and
Practice. Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1966

. “The Linguistic Theory of the Prague School.” In The Prague School of
Linguistics and Language teaching, ed. Vilém Fried, Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1972

. “Prolegomena to the History of the Prague School of Linguistics.” In
Travaux du Cercle Linguistique de Prague n.s. Prague Linguistic Circle Papers, 4,
ed. Eva Hajic¢ova, Petr Sgall, Jifi Hana, and Tomds Hoskovec, Amsterdam:
John Benjamins, 2002

. “On Some Less Known Aspects of the Early Prague Linguistic School.” In
Praguiana: Some Basic and Less Known Aspects of the Prague Linguistic School, ed.
Josef Vachek, and Libuse Duskovd, 233-239. Amsterdam: John Benjamins,

1983

433



van Emde Boas, Evert, Albert Rijksbaron, Luuk Huitink, and Mathieu de Bakker.
The Cambridge Grammar of Classical Greek. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2019

Van Valin Jr, Robert D. Exploring the Syntax-Semantics Interface. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2005

Van Valin, Robert D. “Functionalist Linguistic Theory and Language Acquisition.”
First Language 11, no. 31 (1991): 7-40

. “A Summary of Role and Reference Grammar.” (2005): latina.phil2.uni-

freiburg.de

Van Valin, Robert D., and Randy ]. LaPolla. Syntax: Structure, Meaning, and
Function. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997

Vandelanotte, Lieven, and Barbara Dancygier. “Multimodal Artefacts and the
Texture of Viewpoint.” Journal of Pragmatics 122, (2017): 1-9

Vendler, Zeno. “Verbs and Times.” The Philosophical Review 66, no. 2 (1957): 143-
160

Vergara Wilson, Damidn. “Grammaticalization and Usage-Based Approaches.” In
The Handbook of Usage-based Linguistics, ed. Manuel Diaz-Campos, and Sonia
Balasch, 233-246. Newark: John Wiley & Sons, 2023

Verspoor, Marjolijn, René Dirven, and Johan De Caluwé. Cognitive Exploration of
Language and Linguistics. 2 revised ed. Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing
Company, 2004

Vineis, Edoardo, and Alfonso Maiert.. “Medieval Linguistics.” In Classical and
Medieval Linguistics, ed. Giulio Lepschy, 134-272. London and New York:
Longman, 1994

von Humboldt, Wilhelm. “Uber das Entstehen der grammatischen Formen und
ihren Einfluf§ auf die Ideenentwicklung.” Abhandlungen der Akademie der
Wissenschaften zu Berlin. (1972 [1822]): 368-756

von Schlegel, Friedrich. Uber die Sprache und Weisheit der Indier. Heidelberg: Mohr
und Zimmer, 1808

Von Siebenthal, Heinrich. Ancient Greek Grammar for the Study of the New
Testament. Oxford: Peter Lang, 2019

Wackernagel, Jacob. Lectures on Syntax: with Special Reference to Greek, Latin, and
Germanic. Translated and edited with notes and bibliography by David Langslow.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, (1926—28) 2009

. Vorlesungen Uber Syntax. Vol. 1-2. 2 ed. Basel: Emil Birkhiuser, 1926

Wallace, Daniel B. Greek Grammar Beyond the Basics: An Exegetical Syntax of the New
Testament. Grand Rapids, Mich.: Zondervan, 1996

434



. The Basics of New Testament Syntax: An Intermediate Greck Grammar. Grand
Rapids, Mich.: Zondervan Academic, 2000

Watt, Jonathan M. Codle-Switching in Luke and Acts. Vol. 31. Berkley Insights in
Linguistics and Semiotics, New York: Peter Lang, 1997

Webster, Jonathan J. ed. Collected Works of M. A. K. Halliday in the 215t Century. Vol.
11, London: Bloomsbury, 2014

Webster, Jonathan J. ed. The Bloomsbury Companion to M. A. K. Halliday. London:
Bloomsbury Publishing, 2015

. “Key Terms in the SFL Model.” In The Cambridge Handbook of Systemic

Functional Linguistics, ed. Geoff Thompson, Wendy L. Bowcher, Lise

Fontaine, and David Schénthal, 35-54. Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press, 2019

Weinreich, Uriel, William Labov, and Marvin 1. Herzog. “Empirical Foundations for
a Theory of Language Change.” In Directions for Historical Linguistics: A
Symposium, ed. Winfred P. Lehmann, and Yakov Malkiel, ix, 199. Austin:
University of Texas Press, 1968

Wen, Xu, and Zhengling Fu. “Categorization.” In 7he Routledge Handbook of
Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 173-190. New York:
Routledge, 2021

Wen, Xu, and Canzhong Jiang. “Embodiment.” In The Routledge Handbook of
Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and John R. Taylor, 145-160. New York:
Routledge, 2021

Wen, Xu, and John R. Taylor. “Introduction: Cognitive Linguistics: Retrospect and
Prospect.” In The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Xu Wen, and
John R. Taylor, 1-15. New York: Routledge, 2021

, eds. The Routledge Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics. New York: Routledge,

2021

Wertheimer, Max. “Laws of Organization in Perceptual Forms.” In A Source Book of
Gestalt Psychology, ed. Willis D. Ellis, New York: Humanities, 1950

Whitney, William Dwight. The Life and Growth of Language. New York: Appleton &
Company, 1875

Whortf, Benjamin. Language, Thought and Reality: Selected Writings of Benjamin Lee
Whorf (introd. by John B. Carroll). ed. John B. Carroll. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT
Press, 1967

Wierzbicka, Anna. Semantic Primitives. Frankfurt: Athenium, 1972

. What Christians Believe: The Story of God and People in Minimal English.

Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2019

435



. “The Biblical Roots of English ‘Love’: The Concept of ‘Love’ in a Historical
and Cross-Linguistic Perspective.” International Journal of Language and
Culture 6, no. 2 (2020): 225-254

. “The Meaning of the Christian Confession of Faith: Explaining the Nicene
Creed through Universal Human Concepts.” In Semantics: Festschrift for Juri
Apresjan, ed. L. lomdin, Moscow: Jazyki slvianskix kul’tur, 2020

Wilcox, Sherman, and Corinne Occhino. “Signed Languages.” In The Cambridge
Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics, ed. Barbara Dancygier, 99-117. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2017

Wilkinson, Neal K. “”Aspect” in the Syntax of the Verb in the Poems of Homer: The
Testing of a Theory.” Ph.D. thesis, The Australian National University, 1980

Willi, Andreas. Origins of the Greek Verb. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2018

Williams, Geoff. “Language Development.” In The Cambridge Handbook of Systemic
Functional Linguistics, ed. Geoff Thompson, Wendy L. Bowcher, Lise
Fontaine, and David Schonthal, 487-511. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2019

Winer, Georg Benedict. Grammatik des neutestamentlichen Sprachidioms: als sichere
Grundlage der neutestamentlichen Exegese. 1 ed. Leipzig: F. C. W. Vogel, 1822

Winer, Georg Benedikt. A Treatise on the Grammar of New Testament Greek.
Translated by W.E. Moulton. 3 ed. Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1882

Wittgenstein, Ludwig. Philosophical Investigations. Oxford: Blackwell, 2010 [1953]

Wundt, Wilhelm. Vilkerpsychologie: Eine Untersuchung der Entwicklungsgesetze von
Sprache, Mythus und Sitte. Leipzig: Kroner, 1900

Wurzel, Wolfgang Ullrich. Flexionsmorphologie und Natiirlichkeir. Berlin: Akademie
Verlag, 1984

Zahler, Sara. “Some Issues in Usage-Based Methods.” In 7he Handbook of Usage-
based Linguistics, ed. Manuel Diaz-Campos, and Sonia Balasch, 73-90. Newark:
John Wiley & Sons, 2023

Zauner, Adolf. “Die romanischen Namen der Kérperteile: eine onomasiologische
Studie.” Romanische Forschungen 14, (1903): 339-530

Zerwick, Maximilian. Biblical Greek: Illustrated by Examples. Vol. 114. Scripta
Pontificii Instituti Biblici, Rome: Pontificio Instituto Biblico, 1963

Zipf, George Kingsley. Human Behavior and the Principle of Least Effort: An
Introduction to Human Ecology. London: Hafner, 1949

. The Psycho-Biology of Language: An Introduction to Dynamic Philology.
Cambridge, Mass.: M.I.T. Press, 1965 [1935]

436



Zwicky, Arnold. “On Markedness in Morphology.” Die Sprache 24, no. 2 (1978): 22-
37

437



