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1. The Oral and the Written

The thesis of this study is that a number of features in the prose style of Biblical
Hebrew relate to the differences between oral and written language, namely (a) the
use of subordinate clauses (hypotaxis), (b) the length of the noun string, (c) the num-
ber of explicit syntactic constituents in the clause, and (d) the frequency of reference
by means of pronouns and deictic particles. Systematic analysis of these features
shows that texts from the Persian era typically contain many subordinated clauses
(hypotaxis), long noun strings and explicit syntactic constituents. The same tenden-
cies are revealed by texts that may be ascribed to the Babylonian era (e.g., the prose
narratives about Jeremiah) or the seventh century (e.g., the Deuteronomistic history
of the Judean kings in 2 Kings 11-22), but to a lesser extent. In contrast, most texts
belonging to the tales of the Patriarchs, the rise of the monarchy (Samuel, Saul and
David), the Omride dynasty and the northern prophets (Elijah and Elisha), and part
of the Exodus narrative, consist of short clauses, containing only a small number of
explicit syntactic constituents. In these texts hypotaxis and long noun strings are rel-
atively rare, whereas reference by pronoun and deictic particles is frequent. Hence
the distinction between these strata pertains to some of the most basic aspects of lan-
guage usage. It is our thesis that these differences are rooted in syntactic preferences,
which reflect different social and historical conditions. In view of sociolinguistic re-
search, it seems likely that the more complicated style emerged in the scribal chan-
cellery. As we shall try to show in the discussion of our findings, the more a text is
rooted in the scribal context, the more complicated its language, in terms of hypo-
taxis, length of the noun string, and the number of explicit sentence constituents. In
contrast, the closer a text is to spoken language and oral literature, the simpler it is,
in terms of syntactic structure, reference, and clause length.! Narratives composed in
such a style seem, then, to reflect a substratum of oral literature. Analysis of these
issues can contribute much to our understanding of the development of the ancient
Hebrew prose style.

The author wishes to thank the editors for many helpful remarks, but assumes full responsibility for
any possible error.

1. See J. Goody, The Interface between the Written and the Oral (Cambridge, 1987), 262—72, and the
literature quoted in notes 9, 57—62 below.
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Since Gunkel the distinction between oral and written literature is one of the
commonplaces of biblical studies. Its basis, however, has always been of a general
nature. Form criticism has always been preoccupied with the original folktale, often
conceived of as Kinder- und Hausmdirchen, rather than with authentic oral literature.
Hence its perception of the oral substratum of biblical narrative was mainly based
on the identification of popular motifs and some basic forms of narrative design
(Axel Olrik’s laws).> However, since these forms and themes are found in large seg-
ments of world literature, they can hardly provide criteria for the identification of a
presumed oral substratum.? In modern literary research the study of oral literature
has been much advanced by the investigations of oral epic poetry in Eastern Europe,
and in particular in Serbia, Bosnia and Albania,* and by the discoveries of anthropo-
logical research, in particular in Africa.’ In our field the results of these studies have
mainly been used to construct an adequate model for the cultural background of bib-
lical literature,® and to describe some of its characteristic forms.’

The present study, by contrast, seeks to establish linguistic criteria by which to
distinguish between strata that grew entirely in the scribal chancellery, and strata that
are rich in features originating in oral literature. One feature indicating oral sources
is the use of epic formulae, as found in Ugaritic poetry.® Single features, however,
are too weak to carry this burden. A wider framework is called for. The present study
makes use of the characterization of the stylistic differences between oral and scribal
texts, as conceived in modern linguistics,9 in order to describe these strata in biblical

2. A. Olrik, “The Epic Laws of Folk Narrative,” in A. Dundes, ed., The Study of Folklore (Englewood
Cliffs, 1965), 131-41. The employment of these features as a criterion for oral composition has been crit-
icized by P. G. Kirkpatrick, The Old Testament and Folklore Study (Sheffield, 1988), 55-64. However,
Kirkpatrick does not pay sufficient attention to the particular character of oral language.

3. This principal weakness has been explicitly acknowledged by J. van Seters, Abraham in History and
Tradition (New Haven, 1976), 158—60, but his endeavor to base the recognition on Olrik’s ‘Laws’ (pp. 160—
61) is no improvement. It has to be taken into account that such pieces of written literature as, e.g., Attic
tragedy and Herodotean history are also based on oral literature.

4. These studies are linked to the names of Wilhelm Radloff, Matija Murko, Milman Parry, and Albert
B. Lord. A history of scholarship in this field is offered by J. M. Foley, Oral-Formulaic Theory and Re-
search: An Introduction and Annotated Bibliography (New York-London, 1985).

5. See in particular, R. Finnegan, Oral Literature in Africa (Oxford, 1970); Ilhan Basgoz, “The Tale-
Singer and his Audience,” in D. Ben Amos and K. R. Goldstein, eds., Folklore: Performance and Com-
munication (The Hague-Paris, 1975), 142-203; D. Ben Amos, Sweet Words: Storytelling Events in Benin
(Philadelphia, 1975).

6. S. Niditch, Oral World and Written Word: Ancient Israelite Literature (Louisville, 1996).

7. Some important insights into the formal nature of biblical narrative in light of the advances in the
study of oral literature have been provided by H. Jason, “The Story of David and Goliath: A Folk Epic?,”
Bib. 60 (1979), 36-70; B. O. Long, “Recent Field Studies in Oral Literature and their Bearing on the Old
Testament Criticism,” VT 26 (1976), 187-98; R. C. Culley, “Oral Tradition and the Old Testament,” in
R. C. Culley, ed., Oral Tradition and Old Testament Studies (= Semeia 5; Missoula, 1976); idem, Themes
and Variations: A Study of Action in Biblical Narrative (Atlanta, 1992); see also idem, ed., Classical Hebrew
Narrative (= Semeia 3; Missoula, 1975); idem, ed., Perspectives on Old Testament Narrative (= Semeia
15; Chico, 1979).

8. See E H. Polak, “Epic Formulas in Biblical Narrative: Frequency and Distribution,” in R. E
Poswick et al., eds., Actes du Second Colloque International «Bible et Informatique: Méthodes, Outils,
Résultats» (Jérusalem 9—13 Juin 1988) (Geneve, 1989), 435-88, and n. 64 below.

9. See Goody, Interface, 262-72; W. L. Chafe, “Linguistic Differences Produced by Differences
between Speaking and Writing,” in D. R. Olson et al., eds., Literacy, Language and Learning: The Nature
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narrative. The restriction to narrative is essential, since the stylistic character of po-
etry is conditioned by poetic prosody, and therefore not apt to change because of
scribal background. At the present stage this restriction must also apply to the near-
poetic “elevated” language of homiletic discourse, prophecy, and apocalyptic.'’

The method of this study is based on a combination of syntactic analysis and sta-
tistical tools.!! Statistical methods have been applied sparingly in biblical research.!?
Bee has used the frequency of nouns relative to verbs in order to distinguish between
oral and written sources, e.g., in Deuteronomy,13 but since his study is based on one
criterion only, and proceeds to diachronic analysis without creating any general sty-
listic framework, it is not of much use. Many parameters appear in Radday’s attempt
to analyze the sources of Genesis, but the author does not discuss the linguistic basis
of these parameters nor their meaning in context.'* Linguistic analysis, then, must
precede statistical analysis, in order to ascertain what is being studied, and which phe-
nomena are relevant.'> Still, since any in-depth analysis is necessarily restricted to a
limited number of pericopes, only statistical study can provide the necessary over-
view of the entire corpus. Moreover, basic statistical data obtained in pilot studies
may indicate where to look for relevant phenomena.

Thus we will open with some primary statistical data in order to construct a gen-
eral framework. The statistical data will be evaluated with the help of a basic syntactic
analysis of a number of pericopes, which is intended to provide the parameters for
an in-depth study of a larger number of samples. The latter analysis will allow us to
proceed to some broad generalizations concerning the socio-linguistic conditions

and Consequences of Writing and Reading (Cambridge, 1985), 105-23, esp. 108—11; and the literature
quoted in nn. 57-62 below.

10. On the preservation of ancient stylistic and prosodic patterns in late poetic texts, see E H. Polak,
“On Prose and Poetry in the Book of Job,” JANES 24 (1996), 61-97, esp. 84-97. In view of these data
we are not surprised by the remark of E H. Cryer that the relative frequency of nouns and verbs in the
apocalyptic vision of Daniel 8 is similar to that found in the David narratives: “The Problem of Dating
Biblical Hebrew and the Hebrew of Daniel,” in K. Jeppesen et al., eds., In the Last Days: On Jewish and
Christian Apocalyptic and its Period (Aarhus, 1994), 185-98, esp. 192-98. Given the literary genre, the
use of the poetic rhythm is only to be expected.

11. On the style of the Predeuteronomic sources in the Pentateuch see H. Holzinger, Einleitung in den
Pentateuch (Freiburg i.B.-Leipzig, 1893), 93-108, emphasizing the lexicon of J (terminology, 93-94;
general lexicon, 94—106, and such phenomena as rhythm, 108-9, and the use of particles, 109-10). For
a discussion of the characteristics of E, see 181-91. These discussions are too fragmentary to be satis-
factory. Moreover, they fail to distinguish between the particular idiom of an individual author (the idi-
olect), and the register of a social group (the sociolect); for this distinction see, e.g., M. A. K. Halliday,
“The Users and Uses of Language,” in M. A. K. Halliday, A. McIntosh, and P. D. Strevens, The Linguistic
Sciences and Language Teaching (London, 1964), 75—110. The present study deals with the distinction
among various sociolects in biblical narrative.

12. A critical survey is offered by A. D. Forbes, “Statistical Research on the Bible,” ADB 6.185-206.

13. R. E. Bee, “The Use of Statistical Methods in Old Testament Studies,” VT 23 (1973), 257-72;
idem, “A Study of Deuteronomy Based on Statistical Properties of the Text,” VT 29 (1979), 1-22; justly
criticized by M. P. Weitzman, “Verb Frequency and Source Criticism,” VT 31 (1981), 451-71.

14. Y. T. Radday and H. Shore, Genesis, An Authorship Study (Rome, 1985), criticized by Forbes,
“Statistics,” 199-200; E. Talstra, “Genesis Bit by Bit,” Bib. 67 (1986), 55764, esp. 559-62.

15. The relationship between statistics and philological analysis has been discussed by F H. Polak,
“Classifying the Minuses of the Septuagint on the Pentateuch,” in R. E Poswick et al., eds., Proceedings
of the Fifth International Colloquium Bible and Computer: Translation and Transmission (Aix, 1-4 Sep-
tember 1997) (Paris, 1998), 241-60, esp. 241-42.
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which gave rise to the stylistic differences between classical Hebrew narrative prose,
prose from the end of the Judean kingdom and the exilic period, and prose from the
Persian era.

With regard to the historical development of the Hebrew language, an excellent
point of departure is provided by the insights into the nature of Hebrew from the
Persian era (Late Biblical Hebrew) by Hurvitz’ lexical analysis of this language
stratum,'® and by the studies of Kropat, Kutscher, and Polzin of its morphosyntac-
tic characteristics.!” A computer aided statistical study of Chronicles, Kings, and
Samuel by Verheij shows that the language of Chronicles is characterized by the
low frequency of wayyigtol forms, as against a rising use of gatal forms as the nar-
rative preterite.'® Hence a systemic difference exists between Late Biblical Hebrew
(in short LBH) and the pre-exilic classical language (CBH).'® LBH forms a stratum
sui generis, conditioned by the domination by the Babylonian and Persian adminis-
tration and the lack of a royal chancellery in which a uniform lexical, morphologi-
cal, syntactic and orthographic standard could be maintained.”’ Any theory of the
history of Biblical literature that ascribes the extensive corpus composed in the clas-
sical language to the Babylonian and Persian eras, assumes not only that it would
be possible for a postexilic/late exilic author to imitate the classical language

16. The methodological parameters of these distinctions have been established by A. Hurvitz, The
Transition Period in Biblical Hebrew: A Study of Postexilic Hebrew and its Implications for the Dating
of Psalms (Jerusalem, 1972 [in Hebrew]). Hurvitz recognizes a given lexical element “L” as belonging
to the Persian era if it fulfills the two following requirements (a) “L” occurs exclusively (or almost ex-
clusively) in texts originating undoubtedly in the Persian era or in Mishnaic/Qumran Hebrew, (b) “L” has
an equivalent counterpart in most parts of the Bible. Thus, the fact that a certain vocable is rare in Bib-
lical Hebrew and occurs in rabbinic literature, in itself does not establish its attribution to the postexilic
language. The word NIAX, “letter,” is defined as typically late, because it is opposed to the standard word,
99D / 0”DD; see now: A. Hurvitz, “The Historical Quest for ‘Ancient Israel’ and the Linguistic Evidence
of the Hebrew Bible: Some Methodological Observations,” VT 47 (1997), 30115, esp. 311-14; idem,
“Continuity and Change in Biblical Hebrew—The Case of ‘Semantic Change’ in Postexilic Writings,” in
T. Muraoka, ed., Studies in Ancient Hebrew Semantics, Abr-Nahrain Supp. 4 (Leuven, 1995), 1-10; as
well as E. Y. Kutscher, “Aramaic Calque in Hebrew (1964),” in E. Y. Kutscher, Hebrew and Aramaic
Studies (ed. Z. Ben-Hayyim et al.; Jerusalem, 1977), 374-406 (Hebrew Section); M. F. Rooker, Biblical
Hebrew in Transition: The Language of the Book of Ezekiel, JSOT Supp. 90 (Sheffield, 1990).

17. See S. R. Driver, An Introduction to the Literature of the Old Testament (New York, 1956), 504—
8; A. Kropat, Die Syntax des Autors der Chronik verglichen mit der seiner Quellen, BZAW 16 (Giessen,
1909); E. Y. Kutscher, The Language and Linguistic Background of the Isaiah Scroll (1QIsa*) (Leiden,
1974); R. Polzin, Late Biblical Hebrew: Toward a Typology of Biblical Hebrew Prose (Missoula, 1976);
see especially M. Eshkult, Studies in Verbal Aspect and Narrative Technique in Biblical Hebrew Prose
(Uppsala, 1990), 103-21.

18. A.J. C. Verheij, Verbs and Numbers: a Study of the Frequencies of the Hebrew Verbal Tense Forms
in the Books of Samuel, Kings and Numbers (Assen, 1990), 37-38, 92—117, based on studies by Kropat.
Verheij bases his conclusions mainly on the synoptic texts (1 Chronicles // 1-2 Samuel; 2 Chronicles //
1-2 Kings), but also makes mention of non-parallel texts. He regards the latter category as more decisive,
for here the author was less exposed to the influence of his synoptic sources.

19. The term “Classical Biblical Hebrew” will be used as a general designation of pre-exilic Hebrew.
The term “Standard Biblical Hebrew,” which is often used at the present seems less appropriate since this
term should also include “Basic Biblical Hebrew,” which continued to exist in the Persian era, and even
influenced the text of 1QIsa?, as shown by Kutscher, Language of the Isaiah Scroll, 29-44.

20. See Hurvitz, “Historical Quest.”
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successfully,21 but also that successful imitation was the rule and that failure, such
as in the tales of Job, Jonah, and Esther, was the exception.

2. The Nominal and the Verbal Style: A First Characterization

Books composed in LBH also differ from other literary strata of biblical narra-
tive from a stylistic point of view. Verheij points to some specific differences between
the style of Chronicles and Samuel, with the Book of Kings located midway between
these poles:??

(a) In Chronicles the frequency of nouns (including adjectives, common and
proper nouns, numerals, and substantivized participles, e.g., UDIW) vis-a-vis verbs
(the Noun-Verb ratio, NV ratio) is higher than it is in Kings and far higher than it is
in Samuel.?

(b) The frequency of the nominal forms of the verb (participle and infinitive
construct)?* vis-a-vis the finite verb (perfect, imperfect, imperative, and infinitive
absolute when used as finite verb, e.g., Esth. 2:3; 3:13; 8:8; Neh. 8:8; 9:8) is also
higher in Chronicles than it is in Kings and Samuel (the Nominal-Finite ratio, NF
ratio).?’ Thus a characteristic clause of Chronicles is rich in nouns and nominal
forms of the verb, and contains relatively few finite verbs, while a typical clause in
the books of Samuel and Kings contains a relatively large number of verbs and

21. E.g., P. R. Davies, In Search of “Ancient Israel,” JSOT Supp. 148; Sheffield, 1992), 102—4; Cryer,
“The Problem of Dating” (n. 11 above), heavily criticized by M. Ehrensvérd, “Once Again: The Problem
of Dating Biblical Hebrew,” SJOT 11 (1997), 29-40.

22. Verheij, Verbs and Numbers, 32-37, 118-20. Verheij, however, does not distinguish between the
late historians of Kings and such ancient units as the Elijah-Elisha cycles (1 Kings 17-2 Kings 10) or the
story of Solomon’s ascent to the throne (1 Kings 1-2). Our investigations indicate a decisive difference
between these two classes, which, however, only strengthens Verheij’s case. Thus we are able to confirm
the basic feeling of Driver (Introduction, 505), who found “slight signs” of LBH in such compositions as
“Jer., the latter part of Kings, Ezekiel, II Isaiah, Haggai . . . though not all in the same respects or in the
same degree.”

23. Verheij, Verbs and Numbers, 32-35. The relatively high incidence of participles is hardly related
to the increased use of pual and hof “al participles (maquttal and mugtal), a rare form in Chronicles (26
cases in the count by Accordance 3.0; Gramcord Institute, Vancouver, 1997). M. S. Smith suggests that
the active participle was already turning into a narrative tense; The Origins and the Development of the
Waw-Consecutive: Northwest Semitic Evidence from Ugarit to Qumran (Atlanta, 1991), 23, 28-29; so
also Eshkult, Verbal Aspect and Narrative Technique, 113—14. This analysis certainly holds true for the
Nehemiah Memoirs, e.g., Neh. 2:4, 12, 16, 17, 19; 3:34-35; 4:10, 11, 12, 15, 17; 5:2-5, 7, 9-12; 6:2, 6,
8-10, 14, 17; 13:16, 17, 18, 21, 24; see also Esth. 3:2, 3, 5; 6:5; according to D. Marcus, Nehemiah’s
Memoirs constitute a Hebrew translation of an Aramaic source text; “Is the Book of Nehemiah a Trans-
lation from Aramaic?” in Meir Lubetski et al., eds., Boundaries of the Ancient Near Eastern World. A
Tribute to Cyrus H. Gordon (Sheffield, 1998), 103—10. In the Aramaic Daniel tales the participle func-
tions as a narrative past tense, similarly to the praesens historicum of Greek and Latin “vivid narration.”
In contrast, in Chronicles the participle often occurs in nominalized subordinate clauses, e.g., 1 Chr. 4:38,
40; 6:18; 26:16-28, while it is most frequently used for occupational terms such as 77IWn.

24. In the statistical survey MRS does not count as an infinitive, when it serves as an introduction to
direct speech. The words 971 and 2W°7 count as adverbs, nmpb as a preposition. In LBH as in Aramaic
the periphrastic form of the verb (7’77 with participle, e.g., 29511 0¥ *7XY, Neh. 1:4) is counted as a sin-
gle form, indicating a special Aktionsart.

25. Verheij, Verbs and Numbers, 38, 76—83.
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fewer nouns. In the following pages we will first of all illustrate these differences,
and show that they are characteristic of entire strata in biblical narrative. The latter
part of the argument will relate to statistical data.

The general profile of the chronistic style stands out in the detailed opening of
the account of Josiah’s reform (2 Chr. 34:8):

/M2 IR Y A37n° WY 7MY Nwad
/13T ARY 12 AR DRI YA W WPWYH DRI IPIRX 13 100 DR 19w
PAYR M N3 DR P19

Now in the eighteenth year of his reign,/ when he had purged the land and the house/ he sent
Shaphan the son of Azaliah, and Maaseiah the governor of the city, and Joab the son of Joahaz
the recorder/ to repair the house of the Lord his God.

This sentence contains one verbal predicate in the main clause (ﬂ'?W), three subor-
dinate clauses with an infinitive as predicate (13'7?3'7, mv‘?, pTﬂ‘?), and a large number
of nouns, all of them organized in long strings (19917 WY 7AW NIW2Y, N°amM VIR,
IPYEXR 12 1DW NR, PPIIHN XY 12 ORY, VAR 7 N0).

The corresponding sentence in Kings is much less complicated, since it con-
tains shorter noun strings and less subordinate clauses (2 Kgs. 22:3):

[IPWRY Ton? MW TIWY 7Imw3 TN
IIRY 717 N°2 7907 DYWn 13 WPYRK 13 7OW DX Jonn now

In happened in the eighteenth year of king Josiah/ that the king sent Shaphan the son of Azaliah
the son of Meshullam, the scribe, to the house of the Lord, saying. . . .

We count two predicates (M9 and 3", the latter serving to introduce the temporal ad-
verb, which in Chronicles is included in the main clause), one infinitive (79X, hardly
a subordinate clause in the same sense as found in the three clauses in Chronicles),
and a number of noun strings that are not as long as those found in the excerpt from
Chronicles (WPWR® 7717 71w 7IWY 71W3, D07 DYWH 12 YRR 13 19W, 71 N73).

These phenomena occur too often to be explained as a special stylistic trope.
They are rooted in the Chronicler’s style in general. In many cases this author brings
long noun strings in his own additions to the text as represented by the book of Sam-
uel, e.g.,

1 Chr. 15:27 712 2°yn3 Y375m T

0°79WNN XRWNIT WA 7°3101 D°7WHNY 11IRT DR D°RWIT o171 v,

92 71X Y7 O3

And David was clothed with a robe of fine linen, and all the Levites that bore the ark, and the

singers, and Chenaniah the master of the song with the singers; and David had upon him an
ephod of linen.

2 Sam. 6:14 T2 TR M I /7 10 1Y 953 1379m TN
And David danced before the Lord with all his might; and David was girded with a linen
ephod.

1 Chr. 16:4-6 oNIWn 01177 11 71 71X 70 1N

Sxw? 19K 1% YHnh ity 1ot

7227 ARIRY AT PR DITRWI PR 717107 WHIWm WK QoK
Y"WH D°RY¥HA NOXI NT39271 0°9a3 *Hoa HRYM BIIXR Tay)

DKM 1713 71X *307 TN NMEYNA 07757 YRV 1IN
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1 Chr. 16:4—6: And he appointed certain of the Levites to minister before the ark of the Lord,
and to celebrate and to thank and praise the Lord, the God of Israel:

Asaph the chief, and second to him Zechariah, Jeiel, and Shemiramoth, and Jehiel, and
Mattithiah, and Eliab, and Benaiah, and Obed-edom, and Jeiel, with psalteries and with
harps; and Asaph with cymbals, sounding aloud;

and Benaiah and Jahaziel the priests with trumpets continually, before the ark of the covenant
of God.?¢

A third point of interest is that in Chronicles we find a number of subordinate infini-
tives where the source text has a finite verb:

2 Samuel 5 1 Chronicles 14
v. 11 7779 nva nan v. 1 a1 nnab
2 Samuel 24 1 Chronicles 21
v. 11 9m%Y a2 717 DX noM v. 1777 DX nom
HRIW> DX 7 12 ORIV DX N1an?
v. 18 nam ‘A% gpa 12y 12 RN v. 18 /12 M2t Dpa? 17 A9V 3 T2 I0RY
v. 18 NV *2IX 77 v. 18 DXV TWR X177 IR OY2 NI SRR IR K91

The stylistic features found in these examples show that the Chronistic style is not
only rich in nouns. One notes a strong preference for (a) long noun strings, and at
times extremely long strings; (b) complex sentences in which a single predicate gov-
erns a high number of arguments; (c) subordinated clauses.

3. The Extent of the Contrasts: Samples and Statistical Survey

At this juncture additional data seem called for in order to ascertain that we are
not dealing with free variation that is simply a matter of chance, or with literary de-
sign according to context or ad hoc preferences. A more thorough description of
these stylistic profiles requires some typical samples of contrastive texts in a similar
literary genre, or involving similar motifs.?’” Thus we will first of all analyze a num-
ber of samples exemplifying (1) the battle account, (2) action narrative in a more
general sense, and (3) dialogues within narrative. Each postexilic sample, including
other books as well, e.g., the Ezra account and the Esther novella, will be compared
with a text from the David narrative or similar tales. Samples from the Book of
Kings will be analyzed in paragraph (b), while paragraph (c) will present a general
statistical survey.

a. Sample passages

For each example we will establish the following statistical data: (a) the ratio of
nouns (including common and proper nouns, as well as adjectives and numerals) rel-
ative to the number of verbal forms, in short the Noun-Verb ratio (NV); (b) the ratio

26. The fact that this pericope contains a list, does not affect its syntactical character as a clause with
a long noun string as direct object.

27. This is the method recommended by N. E. Enkvist, Linguistic Stylistics (The Hague-Paris, 1973),
20-25, 52-66. For instance, the characteristic features of the Chronicler’s language stand out in particular
in the homiletic speeches, which should not be compared with simple narrative, but rather with the hom-
ilies of Deuteronomy 4-11; 30-31.
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of nominal verbal forms (participle and infinitive construct) vis-a-vis the finite
forms (perfect, inperfect, imperative, as well as the infinitive absolute), in short the
Nominal-Finite ratio (NF). These are the data to be used for the general statistical
survey. In the course of the discussion the samples will be represented by a few typ-
ical clauses, while the figures are given for the complete pericope.

(1) Battle Account
2 Chr. 20:23-30 (23-24, 27)

23 THYAN OMNRD PYW 7 72w HY IR Y 213 1IN
DPMWN? Y2 VR 1Y 1YW 23wT3 oMY
24 9271% AD¥MA Py k2 AT
70795 PRI XX ©°9D1 03D DI T IR 1ID7
27 QWRIA VOWITI QIWT AT WK 95 130N
QRTAMRM T OABY %5 ANPw3 0w PR WY
T N°2 YR NIIRENY N19I521 ©°9313 DPWTY IR

Total vv. 23-30
Per 100

2 Sam. 5:17-25 (18-19, 24-25)

18 DRDI PRy WL N2 DNV
TIRHN DR 797 T Y™
19 722 DINNR 2°NWYD R YR MRY A 17 YR
7772 ©NWHHR DX 1R 103 03 79V TIT DR AN RN
24 70N TR O°R337 PWRIA FIVR 2P DR YW
DNWYD 72 NI3AY TIDY AN RY IR 7D
25 73 I3 7Y Y2 0NWwHD DX P A IR TR 10 T Wy

Total vv. 17-25
Per 100

(2) Action Narrative
Esth. 3:12-15

12 12 07 WY AWI?WA PWRIT WA To7 7100 RPN
TonR MDTTWAR YR R 71X TR 935 2N
7Y 7T HY IR NIND 7RI
13 79m7 N7 93 X 0°%an 772 0100 mvwn
QTIPT 93 PR AR 397 Town?
MR 0TI W QO TP IV WM
112% 0Y%W1 1IR WIN RN WY 00w wInk wy nwibwa
14 @omyn 3% M9 AT AIn 253 N7 NI anon pwnd
71 v oIy NYnb
15 77°37 W3 N1 DM 7257 9373 DD XY DX
713121 (W PYM MNWY 12w 1 77nm

Total vv. 1215
Per 100

2 Sam. 14:23-24, 28-33 (23-24,31-32)

23 0%w1 0PWAR DR X237 AW 7271 IR 0PN
24 7X7Y X2 101 1072 O 207 727 RN
X7 XY 917 7191 1072 PR 017waR 20™

nouns

AN+ WRA

70
72.16

nouns

oA AW R D W

52
57.78

nouns

o N

AN oo N

4

53
75.71

nouns

4
3
4

verbs

— N =N = W

27

fin

17

nom

[SSIN )

—

10

27.84 62.96 37.04

verbs

AW W WD

38

fin

W = N W W

33

nom

— 1

5

4222 86.84 13.18

nom

W

[ O g

9

24.29 47.06 52.94

verbs  fin
1 1

2

1 1

3 _

1 _

2 _

1 -

3 2

3 2
17 8
verbs  fin
3 3
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31 7n"a7 D1PWAR YR X2 AR Op7 3 2 2 -
WRA Y TR TpYNT DR 772V IR Y PYR RN 3 2 2 -
32 PHYR SNAYW 737 AR YR O1PWIAR RN 2 2 2 -
MW R 7Y MR? 207 YR AR ARYWRI 737 X2 MR 2 3 3 -
I IV 23 W2 ORI 727 71D AXIR FNYI OW IR 7Y 02 210 4 2 2 -
Total vv. 23-24, 28-33 54 39 36 3
Per 100 58.06  41.94 9231 7.69
(3) Dialogue
Ezra 10:7-15 (8-10) nouns verbs  fin nom
8 DUIPTM O NXYD 00 NWYW? X127 XY TWR Y 6 1 1 -
7917 YApn 2720 X3 Wi 9> o 4 2 2 -
9 @R NWHWY 0w 1197331 AT OWIR 95 %3P 11 1 1 -
WINa 0WY3A YWNR W R
DPWI 1277 YY O TYIN OYRA 173 21072 oy 95 12w 7 2 1 1
10 OAYR TR7 1757 RV PN 2 2 2 -
YRIW? WK 2y 70179 1131 0°W1 12°wN1 oN2Yn onR 4 3 2 1
Total vv. 7-15 91 29 21 8
Per 100 7583 24.17 7241 27.59
2 Sam. 13:3-7, 10-14 (5, 10-12) nouns verbs  fin nom
5 5Inm Ja0wn YV 20w 3777 12 RN 2 3 3 -
onY °37201 *NIMR W0 X3 XIN PEX NIHKY JNIRTY TIAR R 4 5 4 1
771 PNYIRY ARIR WK YR 77127 DX OPY? Iwy 3 3 3 -
10 7 7192XY TI0 77737 X727 N IR 7IOR RN 5 3 3 -
77707 AR TIABR? XA ANWY WK 112377 DR W0 npm 5 3 3 -
11 >PINR 1Y 725w *X13 72 IR 72 P17 2982 POR wam 1 6 5 1
12 HRIW2 15 WY R? 73 "I¥N YR MR IR 12 IR0 2 3 3 -
DRI 79237 DR AWYN YR 1 1 1 -
Total vv. 3-7, 10-14 67 51 47 4
Per 100 56.78 4322 92.16 7.84

Thus, the differences between the nominal style of postexilic narrative and the
verbal style of the David tales tend to be consistent in all samples, whether found in
Chronicles or in other books from the Persian era, whether representing battle ac-
counts, action narrative, or dialogue. In all kinds of postexilic narrative the Noun-
Verb ratio ranges between .70-.75, and the Nominal-Finite ratio between .20 and
.50. In the David tales, and similar narratives, the Noun-Verb ratio ranges between
.54 and .60, while the Nominal-Finite ratio hardly exceeds .15.

b. The Book of Kings

The stylistic profile of the Book of Kings (from 1 Kings 3 onwards) is partly
similar to that of postexilic narrative, as shown in many narrative sections, e.g., the
tales concerning Solomon and Josiah:

1 Kgs. 10:1-7 (2, 5-6) nouns verbs  fin nom
2 TRM 720 Yma anbwr xam 3 1 1 -
1P 13RI TIRM 27 27T QWA Q°RW] fokrZod8l 6 1 - 1

7122% oy 1 WK 92 DR PR 12701 Anbw HR xam 3 3 3 -
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5 TPWH oW PRIWN THYM TV TN AW FIRM 8 - - -
A W 73 790’9177 072 AYYY WR N9V 4 2 2 -

6 9277 0 NPR Ton7 9X MR 6 3 3 -
Tmon YY1 77727 Py UXIR NI TR

Total vv. 1-7 56 25 22 3

Per 100 69.14  30.86 88.00 12.00

2 Kgs. 22:3-11 (3—-4, 8-9) nouns verbs  fin nom

3 IPRRe Ton% mw 7wy mwa h 4 1 1 -
IR 73 N72 9907 @YW 13 WPDER 13 1BW DR Tonn nNow 9 1 1 -

4 M N°2 X217 A0 DR QN 21T 157 RN O Ay 6 3 2 1
QY1 NRM 707 MW IDOR WK 3 1 1 -

8 DO 1DW 2Y YITAT SN PRI RN 9 2 2 -

M7 N°22 "NRED 7707 990

XM 1OW PR D07 DR 77PN 1N 3 2 2 -

9 927 7717 NX 2w T9mR X 1907 1BW R 5 2 2 -
N33 R¥MIT 7037 DX T'TIY 197N RN 3 3 2 1
T N°3 0¥PDRR AORIPN WY T 7Y 3NN 4 3 1 2

Total vv. 3-11 79 35 22 13

per 100 69.30 30.70 62.86 37.14

In both pericopes the Noun-Verb rate is slightly higher than .690. However, in
the tale of the Queen of Sheba the number of nominal forms of the verb is far
smaller, proportionally, than it is in the Josiah narrative. These and similar findings
situate the Book of Kings midway between the nominal style of the Persian period
and the verbal style of the David cycle and its congeners. The following table pre-
sents a statistical overview, including those of the passages that will be analyzed in
the following pages.

Battle Account Noun Verb NV Ratio Finite Nominal NF Ratio
2 Sam. 5:17-25 52 38 578 33 5 158
Persian Era

2 Chr. 20:23-30 70 27 722 17 10 .370
Action Narrative

Judg. 14:9-20 84 70 .545 61 9 129
2 Sam. 14:23-24, 28-33 54 39 581 36 3 .077
Persian Era

2 Chr. 32:1-6, 9, 16-23 144 48 750 38 10 208
Esth. 3:12-15 53 17 757 8 9 .529
Dialogue

Gen. 30:1-3, 6, 14-18 60 41 .594 39 2 .049
2 Sam. 13:3-7, 10-14 67 51 .568 47 4 .078
Persian Era

Esth. 7:2-10 94 39 707 31 8 205
Ezra 10:7-15 91 29 758 21 8 276
1-2 Kings

1 Kgs. 10:1-7 56 25 .691 22 3 .120
2 Kgs. 22:3-12 79 35 .693 22 13 371

These data indicate that the threefold contrast between Chronicles, Kings, and
Samuel pertains to broad strata of biblical literature. Biblical narrative can be di-
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vided into three main categories: (1) prose from the Persian era, largely character-
ized by the complex, nominal style; (2) a corpus that is characterized by a brisk,
rhythmic verbal style, by and large the opposite of the style of the first category; and
(3) a transitional category, related to the redaction of Kings, and characterized by a
mixture of nominal and verbal tendencies.

These findings suggest historical development, since the Book of Kings, at
least in large sections of it, originates in the last quarter of the seventh century and
the exilic period,?® and thus is anterior to postexilic narrative. Such narratives as the
David tales are related to the ancient sources used by the late redaction of biblical
historiography (e.g., the corpora used by the Deuteronomistic redaction).?” It is the
language of this stratum which is mostly contrasted with Late Biblical Hebrew, and
is thus best viewed as the classical component of biblical narrative. The three cate-
gories which were noted above, seem, thus, to indicate a gradual development from
classical biblical narrative to postexilic prose.

c. A statistical survey

Further discussion, to deepen these findings, is dependent first of all on sta-
tistical analysis, in order to establish the approximate extent of the different sec-
tions.3? Our analysis is based on the following samples:

(1) Persian era: Ezra 1:1-4:5; 8:1-10:19; Neh. 7:72-10:1; 10:29-11:3; Dan. 1:1-2:3; Esth.
1-10; 2 Chronicles 29-36 (Neh. 1-2; 4:1-7:5; 12:27-43; 13:4-31; Job 1:1-3:1; 42:7-17);
(2) Late Pre-exilic/Exilic period: Joshua 22-24; 1 Kings 9; 11; 15; 2 Kings 11-16; 20-25;
Jeremiah 26-28; 32; 36:1-43:7;

(3) Classical narrative: Abraham tales (Genesis 12—13; 15-16; 18-22; 24); Jacob tales (Gen-
esis 27-33); Exodus cycle (Exod. 2:1-6:1; 7:14-11:10; 14; 15:22-27; 17-19; 24; 32-33);
Samson cycle (Judges 13—16); David-Saul narrative (1 Samuel 16-30); David’s court narra-
tive (2 Samuel 7; 11-15; 17-19); Elijah tales (1 Kings 17-22); Elisha tales (2 Kings 2-10).
(4) Some data suggest an additional subclass between the classical and the transitional strata,
including at least Genesis 2—4; the Joseph narrative (Genesis 40—45); the heroic tales of the
Saviors (Judges 4; 9; 3; 6-8; 11-12); the account of the Danite expedition (Judges 17-18);
and parts of Joshua 2—11. In this category the style is more intricate than in the main category
of classical narrative, but less so than in the transitional period.

28. This generalization is true for all divergent theories on the composition and provenance of 1-2
Kings.

29. That is to say, according to the “traditional” analysis as proposed by Wellhausen, Driver, and
Noth. The various revisionistic models, seeking to relegate extensive parts of this corpus to the Babylo-
nian and the Persian era, cannot hold out against the data provided by diachronic linguistic analysis,
which largely confirm the outline of the Driver-Wellhausen model.

30. For a former effort at a (preliminary) analysis, see FE. H. Polak, “New Means . . . New Ends: Biblical
Scholarship and Computer Data,” in R. E Poswick et al., eds., Proceedings of the Fourth International Col-
loquium Bible and Computer: Desk and Discipline—The Impact of Computers on Bible Studies (Amster-
dam 15-18 August, 1994) (Paris, 1995), 282-312; idem, “Development and Periodization of Biblical Prose
Narrative,” Beit Mikra 43 (1997), 30-52, 142-60 [Hebrew with English summary]. This analysis also takes
into account a number of shifts in the usage of ‘|'7u‘(, np‘7, and X (frequent in classical narrative), as against
X132, X°271, and YW (predominant in the Persian era).
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Thus we obtain the following figures:3!

1. The Persian Era

Unit Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
Ezra 957 282 772 174 108 .383
2 Chronicles 29-36 2074 778 727 526 232 .306
Esther 1611 647 714 406 221 352
Nehemiah 8-10 772 283 731 192 91 322
Dan. 1:1-2:3 215 72 749 52 19 .268
Total/Mean 5629 2062 739 1350 671 326

2. The Late Pre-exilic/Exilic Period

Unit Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
2 Kings 22-25 1119 366 736 281 81 224
2 Kings 11-16 1464 526 736 415 97 .190
1 Kings 9; 11; 15 822 299 733 274 57 172
Jeremiah Vita 2518 1044 707 773 271 .260
Joshua 22-24 784 322 709 252 58 187
Total/Mean 6707 2457 724 1995 564 207

3. The Classical Stratum

Unit Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
Samson 677 488 581 409 68 143
Elisha 1962 1371 .589 1127 195 148
Elijah 1405 937 .600 788 121 133
Abraham 1727 1084 614 900 159 .150
Jacob 1450 910 .614 743 100 119
David-Saul 3139 1842 .630 1453 317 181
David court 2382 1386 .632 1101 238 178
Exodus 2781 1613 .633 1453 323 182
Total/Mean 15,523 9631 612 7974 1521 154

4. Transitional Subclass: Intricate Classical Narrative

Unit Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
Joseph 1341 754 .640 617 110 151
Dan Tale (Judges 17-18) 337 185 .646 141 43 234
Genesis 2—4 463 253 .647 196 55 212
Judges 4; 9 639 327 .662 282 38 119
Judges 3; 6-8; 11-12 1509 739 671 621 97 128
Joshua 2-11 2243 1104 .670 841 216 204
Total/Mean 6532 3362 .656 2698 559 175
d. Analysis

Statistical analysis of these sections confirms the general division of narrative
prose. Both for postexilic and for classical narrative the Noun-Verb ratio (NV) and

31. The row of “Total/Mean” states the total number of cases in the given table, and the mean of the
various rates.
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the Nominal-Finite ratio (NF) are to a large extent homogeneous. In postexilic prose
the NV ratio typically ranges between .71 and .76, with an interval of approximately
0.05 (5%), whereas the NF ratio in general ranges from .30 to .40. Two narratives in
which the NV ratio is far higher (Nehemiah’s Memoirs and the Job tale), are still
characterized by a high NF ratio, though smaller than in the other books from this
period:

Unit Noun Verb NV Ratio Finite Nominal NF Ratio
Nehemiah 1285 738 .635 512 212 .293
Job 255 159 .616 165 52 .240

In the classical stratum (group 3) the NV ratio ranges between .581 and .633, with
an interval of approximately 0.05 (5%). The NF ratio is less stable, as it ranges be-
tween .11 and .19, with an interval of approximately 10%, like the Persian era.

These two groups are separated from one another by an interval of approximately
8% in the NV ratio, and 15% in the NF ratio. This interval is covered by the Late
Pre-exilic/Exilic class (Group 2), which forms the transition between the two main
groups. The character of this transition is shown by the NV ratio of this group, which
is rather close to that of postexilic prose, ranging as it does between .69 and .73, an
area covered for the most part by the group representing the Persian era (Group 1).
The NF ratio, on the other hand, seems closer to that of the Classical stratum, as it
ranges from .172 to .224. It is a notable fact that the Jeremiah Vita (Jeremiah 26-28;
32; 36:1-43:7), in which the NF ratio exceeds this limit (.251), has a lower NV ratio
(-690). Such shifting similarities are consistent with the transitional character of this
class.

The transition from the Late Pre-exilic/Exilic to the Classical stratum is marked
by another group of narratives, in which the classical style appears in a slightly
more intricate form (Group 4). In this group the NV ratio is slightly higher than in
the classical stratum, as it ranges from .64 to .67, thus covering the interval between
Group 3 (.58-.63) and Group 2 (.69-.73). The NF ratio is partly similar to that of
Group 3 (.119, in Judges 4; 9, like the Jacob narratives), and partly higher (.204 in
Joshua 2—-11; .234 in the tale of the Conquest of Dan, Judges 17-18). The Joseph
tale is closer to some of the tales in this group than to the classical stratum, even
though its statistical profile is close to that of the David tales.

4. The Nominal versus the Verbal: Some Characteristic Parameters

The statistical data, however important, cannot present a full analysis of the
narratives at hand, and do not indicate the conditions that occasioned the large-scale
shifts in the style of biblical narrative. Obviously, the only way to overcome these
limitations is by a systematic syntactic analysis. But what are the parameters for
such an analysis? In order to answer this question we will now briefly examine the
character of the narratives that have been sampled previously. Postexilic narrative
stands out because of a number of obvious tendencies.

(a) As we saw above, in the Persian era the narrator tends to use long noun
strings, e.g., NTI¥EM2Y NI73927 0°%232 (2 Chr. 20:27), NIXIRA NID9An 92 (v. 29).
Ezra exhorts the Judeans: N1°72177 QW7 1191 YIRT DY) 1AM (Ezra 10:11). Many
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phrases consist of three or four elements, e.g., D°JpT1 DWR NXYD (Ezra 10:8),
Q9°N2AR 1PR TIY (v. 11), T0BWI Y1 Y °IpT (v. 14). In the Esther tale we note
such sequences as: 73”77 73771 Y¥ WX NINDT 7XY 917 MIDTTWAR PR (Esth. 3:12);
0°0°7071 17 IAR 131297 (7:9) Haman is rhetorically characterized as 7171 2°I1R7 7% WK
717 Y973 (7:6). The account of the war between Jehoshaphat and the Ammonite-
Moabite coalition contains an exhaustive description of the booty: Q12 INXM™
NYIHN 927 0701 WM 279 [LXX: ktivn = 7na] (2 Chr. 20:25), including no
less than six nouns in a row.

In contrast, in the David tale a comparable description contains only one ele-
ment, i.e., Oi1°28Y (2 Sam. 5:21). Where the David tale offers a noun string it is short,
e.g., the description of the king and his company: 1"WiRY 737 oW (2 Sam. 5:21),
or the simile of the victory: 0% Y992 (v. 20), the divine march, 77v% '7'1,7, and the
reference to the enemy encampment, DNW?D I3 (v. 24). In 2 Samuel 14 one
notes, e.g., ANY’ np'm (2 Sam. 14:30). In the Samson tale most noun phrases are
limited in the same way, but one notes two extended strings in Samson’s address:
TNWT Y NYaW, 0°732 NDYR DWwHwI 00170 0WOW (Judg. 14:12, 13). The structure
of these strings seems related to the rhetorical qualities of the heroic challenge, viz.,
Samson’s attempt at verbal grandiosity. In the samples from the David tales the only
instance is YWAR NIAXR 0 1R (2 Sam. 13:4, in the exposition).

Thus one of the main components of the nominal style is the length of the noun
string. In the ensuing stylistic analysis we note all cases of noun strings comprising
more than one element. All cases of expansion of the nominal expression into a con-
struct state, an apposition structure, an attribute structure, and a syndetic or asyn-
detic noun string will be counted as expanded strings.

(b) Prose from the Persian era tends to express the various arguments of the
predicate explicitly. Thus one verbal predicate may govern a long series of nomi-
nals.3> The following clauses taken from scenes from the Esther tale include three
explicit arguments: 72177 N> 93 PR ©°%77 772 0100 MYWN (Esth. 3:13), 0°¥77
7917 9272 BINT IR (v. 17), 7777 INWH N%3 YR 10737 NIxd 2w 90 (Esth. 7:8). In
the excerpts from the Ezra account we note the following clauses: WiR 92 1%2pP"
o7 NWYWY 05w 19°121 AT (Ezra 10:9); @79R7 N2 23072 0y 95 12wM
DPWAAMI 7277 DY 07y (v. 9b). Four arguments are found in the following
clauses: 1°°% TNWM2 °1Wi 012 03 TINOXRY "['7?3:'( IIR" (Esth. 7:2), Mnn2 op '|5?Ju'l'l
10737 NI 9K 7R anwmn (v. 7).

In such tales as the David narrative, sequences of this kind are rare, but do exist,
e.g., the royal proclamation 0% 7992 *10% "X DX M 79 (2 Sam. 5:20). And sim-
ilarly: 079 'MW 0PWI2 DI7WAR 2w (14:28); WRI P20 DR DI7WAR 729 N8~
(v. 30), WRA Y WK 7Y DR 772V 10787 792 (v. 31); 210% 78R DX YY 17 IWnw
'[5?3;‘( (v. 33). In the Jacob tale one notes 29¥2 77W 772 2pY° X121 (Gen. 30:16). These
constituents, however, consist mostly of one to two words, whereas those found in
postexilic narrative are for the most part composed of expanded noun strings.

32. See also Eshkult, Verbal Aspect and Narrative Technique, 117-18.
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In such tales as the David narrative reference by pronoun is frequent, in partic-
ular when the clause contains more than one argument, e.g., J2¥ in the clause pl?
732 °RTI1T AN 1950 Ty 20W° (Gen. 30: 15).33 Also, additional verbal predicates are
used to split up the clause, e.g. (Gen. 30:14):

TIW2 ORTIT RXMM /0N PXP 1972 12N '['7’1
And Reuben went in the days of wheat harvest / and found mandrakes in the field (King
James Version)

The first clause presents the agent (Reuben) and the temporal modifier (in the days
of wheat harvest), and the second one the object found (the mandrakes) and the loc-
ative modifier (in the field). An unified sequence, using one verbal predicate, is ac-
tually found in one of the modern translations: “Once, at the time of the wheat
harvest, Reuben came upon some mandrakes in the field.”3* We also find: 287 op™
17wa '[5’1 (2 Sam. 14:23); an® >317207 *NINX WA R RaAN (2 Sam. 13:5); 0 npm
7NN AR 7INKRY XAM ANWY WK N122%7 DR (v. 10); 1077 MR HR PAR ORI
12981 0% (Judg. 14:9); WR DWW 0m T PI2PWR T (v. 19a); amizoon nx np7
7T 7T°An% NDYonn 10 (v. 19b); D°RDT pray2 W1 X2 o nwvo (2 Sam. 5:18).
By a similar method the narrator may use the verbal form °7” in order to mark
the prominent modifier more distinctly, e.g., YWRW NWRY 17K / 2Y°awn 0173
(Judg. 14:15),% as against the use of the temporal adverb as additional argument
within the clause, e.g., 70T X2 DIV *Y 2WIT 0172 PViT WIR 19 7K™ (v. 18).
(c) Postexilic prose is also characterized by the low frequency of verbal predi-
cates that are not accompanied by nominal arguments such as the subject or the direct
object. In the account of the cult purification we find one example only: QWX
277 92W NI20HT 0°%0071 (2 Chr. 34:4), contrasting with the characteristic sequence
of v. 7, with the infinitive construct: P'h‘l'? NN 0°5051 MWK DRI A few examples
are found in the scene in the Esther Scroll, such as 13720m] nINBWYY 0v7ayh 1KY
"nwAn (Esth. 7:4); 99 790 (v. 9). In the Ezra account we meet the phrase Orox XM
(Ezra 10:10). In contrast, a characteristic sequence of postexilic prose is the string of

33. As shown by E J. Golbaum, “Two Hebrew Quasi-Adverbs: 139 and 712R,” JNES 23 (1964), 132—
35, ]3‘7 must count as an emphatic particle, rather than as a causal adverb. Thus it is not a syntactic con-
stituent in the formal sense of the word. The same treatment is applied to iN¥Y, indicating a transition in
the argument.

34. The reduced rendering is offered according to the New JPS. The temporal adverb “once” appar-
ently serves as the functional equivalent for the Hebrew verb. Actually, this rendering would be adequate
for the following sentence structure: *77TW3 D°XTIT J2IRT RX2>) Q0N 8P °1°2 *, a structure to be dis-
cussed below.

35. For a linguistic and functional analysis of such structures see Eshkult, Verbal Aspect and Narrative
Technique, 30-31; A. Niccacci, The Syntax of the Verb in Classical Hebrew Prose, JSOT Supp. 86
(Sheffield, 1990), 152, 156-61; and also E Polak, Biblical Narrative: Aspects of Art and Design (Jeru-
salem, 1994), 81-89 [in Hebrew]. In LBH this structure fades away, as shown by Kropat, Die Syntax der
Chronik, 22-23; A. Hurvitz, “The Date of the Prose Tale of Job Linguistically Reconsidered,” HTR 67
(1974), 17-34; Eshkult, Verbal Aspect and Narrative Technique, 115-16. Passages in 1QIsa? in which the
present morpheme has caused problems have been analyzed by Kutscher, Language of the Isaiah Scroll,
354-55.
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construct infinitives, e.g., TaRYY 3172 THWRY (Esth. 7:4); 93 IR 7a81 3907 Tnwn®
P79 W D70 (v. 13).

On the other hand, clauses consisting of a verbal predicate only, or of a verbal
predicate and a pronominal phrase, are characteristic of such narratives as the David
tales, e.g., >13¥N 7R 1R X 1% 7RNY (2 Sam. 13:12), Jm 2w X2 (v. 13); 730 1
ANR 20WM 7 (v. 14); 9aR1 90 797, 12981 07 1071 (Judg. 14:9); °3 1Y T
WP 87 (v. 17). In dialogue one notes such clauses as Q> INXR 5X 2077 ,179vN kY (2 Sam.
5:23); X120 YR (Gen. 30:16); ANTAT XY ¥21 773K 727 702K XYY INRW P KR,
(Judg. 14:16). Hence, special note should be taken of clauses with the predicate as
single constituent, and clauses in which the arguments are expressed by preposi-
tional or adverbial phrases.

(d) The prose of the Persian era is also characterized by a clear predilection for
subordination of clauses (embedding, hypotaxis). One notes the frequent use of
complicated relative clauses, e.g. (Esth. 7:9):3

1P n°22 TNy '|‘773-'l 5y 210 127 WK DTN 17 AWY WK YYI 017 03
Behold also, the gallows fifty cubits high, which Haman had made for Mordecai, who had
spoken good for the king, stands in the house of Haman (King James Version).

The awkwardness of the doubly nested relative clause is eased by the alternative
rendering: “What is more, a stake is standing at Haman’s house . . . which Haman
made for Mordecai—the man whose words saved the king” (NJPS). A relative
clause may also occur as casus pendens, e.g., DXV Q71 nWOYY X123’ X9 WK "0
W27 95 0 02ARPTI 0WR (Ezra 10:8).

The formulation of the popular response to Ezra’s demands includes a double rel-
ative clause (N17121 0w 2°Wi 132 WK 937), and an infinitive clause (Ezra 10:14):

DT DNYY X2’ N1I21 O°WI1 2WAN WY TWR 931 Ynpi 93 1w X1 1Y
1793272 7Y 1m0 IRYR AR 110 2°WAP TV 7P0DwI 1YY Y CIpT onny

An additional way of embedding clauses is by nominalization, in particular by
means of participles and infinitive clauses. For instance, the idea that the surround-
ing nations heard of Jehoshaphat’s victory is expressed in a temporal clause with an
infinitive construct Q¥»W2. Hence this clause fulfills a task in the sentence (indicat-
ing time), but also governs its own object, namely the clause »2*IX Q¥ 77> Qnv1 7
YR (2 Chr. 20:29):

DRI 2R Y 7 AN3 YD AYRWa NIZIRD N199en 93 Yy oYK D n
The terror of God seized all the kingdoms of the lands when they heard that the Lorp had
fought the enemies of Israel (NJPS).

This construction is also used to indicate the content of an announcement or order
by way of indirect speech, e.g., Y22 1917 "12 3% 02w AT PP 1aAvN

36. Complex relative clauses as found in Esther are common in Deuteronomy, e.g., VAW WX "R Yy
om? NnY 03°NarY 7 (Deut. 11:9, 21; 12; and similarly 7:13; 10:11; 26:3; 28:11; 31:7; cf. 2:16; 4:5; 6:1;
9:19; 12:1, 11, 21; 13:6; 14:24; 16:2, 6, 11; 26:2; 27:26; 28:69; 34:11. In the Joseph narrative one notes
Gen. 45:27; 46:5.
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09w’ (Ezra 10:7). In the pericopes excerpted from postexilic narrative embedded
clauses are extremely frequent. One notes, e.g., such complicated sentences as the
opening of Jehoshaphat’s battle account (2 Chr. 20:23):

PYW 72WI7 0N12931 / TRWAI DINA? PYW 7 aw° DY 2R 1Y °12 170Y™
nnwnY My R 1Y

And similarly in other verses: D29W DX 729 1Y LDWIT X2 (v. 25); WR 92 1207
nnwa 2YwITY DR 21WH DWRA2 VOV @YW 19 (v. 27). In the Esther narra-
tive this construction is not less frequent: DX TaRYY 3712 THWR? . . . 0™D0 MYwN
1929 29901 . . . @711 95 (Esth. 3:13); Tax%1 19972 3w my7 IR 139911 7D (7:4).
In the Ezra account one also notes the admonition ¥ ’-']’D'l.'('? NyI01 oW1 1w
SR WX (Ezra 10:10).

The participle may also be used in order to nominalize embedded clauses. On the
face of it such forms could be counted as an attribute, but from a logical point of view
they still embody clauses. This syntagm is found in the narrative of Jehoshaphat’s vic-
tory: F¥IX 0903 0”130 DIM 1100 OX 15°1 (2 Chr. 20:24), that is to say, “they looked
unto the multitude, and, behold, they were dead bodies fallen to the earth” (KJV), or,
perhaps more elegantly, “they saw them lying on the ground as corpses” (New JPS).
In the account of Ezra’s performance the participle serves to introduce a circumstan-
tial clause (Ezra 10:9): 2nwiimI 9277 OY 07y 0°79KRT N°A 21772 ovR 90 12w,
A similar structure occurs in the Esther tale (Esth. 3:14): 952 n7 11'\3-‘!17 2N07 1AwnD
0oy 939 *193 737711 1370, Thus embedding is an additional factor to be taken into
account for stylistic analysis.

In short, postexilic narrative is characterized by a strong preference for long
noun strings, for clauses with a relatively large number of explicit arguments, and for
hypotaxis in the form of relative and object clauses, infinitive clauses, and attribu-
tively used participles. Pending further analysis, this style can be described as com-
plex-nominal.?” The style of the classical group may be characterized by the opposite
tendency, a preference for short clauses with relatively few explicit arguments, for
short noun strings, for reference by pronouns and deictic particles, and for paratactic
junction of independent clauses. These preferences result in a crisp, rhythmic style,
which is best described as the “rhythmic-verbal” style.

In this style nominal clauses stand out in the exposition, e.g., in the opening of
the tales of David’s sons (2 Sam. 13:1, 3):38

T17 12 TINR T2ARY N A0WI 79 DINR 717 12 o17waR 12 7R M
IRMD DON WK 27317 17 AR AYAY 12 273 WY ¥ ]1]73}{'71

37. It would be tempting to describe the difference between the complex-nominal style and the rhyth-
mic-verbal style as a matter of “delicacy” in the sense in which this term is used by M. A. K. Halliday,
System and Function in Language, in G. R. Kress, ed. (Oxford, 1976), 52-87, esp. 62—63, namely “depth
of detail” within the unit. However, the rhythmic, verbal style has its own delicacy: the details are dis-
tributed over a framework that is situated between “sentence” and “paragraph.”

38. One could also point to such expositional pericopes as Gen. 11:1; 12:10; 13:2; 14:1-4; 16:1; 20:1;
25:27; 1 Sam. 1:1-3; 9:1-2; 2 Sam. 20:1; 1 Kgs. 10:1; 20:1; 21:1; 22:1-2; 2 Kgs. 2:1; 5:1; 18:17; 22:3.
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In this pericope the nominal element prevails, because that the narrator has to con-
vey static information, that is not yet integrated into action sequence or dialogue.*
Within the narrative additional information is given in independent clauses, para-
tactically joined, but logically subordinate, e.g. (1 Sam 9:22): WX72 Qp» onv 2K
YR DWW A 0°X17P7. In such a context, the nominal component is subject to
the same preference for short, crisp, rhythmic clauses in parataxis as the verbal
element.

5. Stylistic Analysis: A New Method

In order to broaden the basis of these descriptions we will now proceed to a
comprehensive and systematic analysis of a large number of pericopes. In view of
the previous findings such analysis should contain: (a) a division of the independent
clauses into clause types; (b) an indication of expanded noun phrases; (c) of embed-
ded clauses vis-a-vis independent clauses; and (d) of independent clauses in which
the additional constituents are expressed by deictic reference only. In the ensuing
analysis all clauses will carry a special notation in three columns.

(a) The first column will state the number of explicit arguments, e.g., 2RY> 0P, | arg;
Y3R"—(no argument). If all (or most) arguments in the clause consist of pronouns or deictic
adverbs, this will be marked as “pron,” e.g., ‘|5 79 b (Gen. 4:6), 2 pron; but 7°19 1501 DY
(ibidem), 2 arg.

(b) The second column will mark embedding, e.g., Q¥»W2, emb.; cases of embedding within
a subordinate clause (complicated embedding) will be indicated as “cem,” e.g., °> (QYNW2I)
YW 27X QY M N3, cem.

(c) The third column will state the number of expanded noun strings, e.g., 29 2771 D°PW2
IRM—2 (expansions).

In our analysis the summation of expanded noun strings counts noun phrases
rather than single nouns. For instance, the string 79> NINXR counts as a single phrase.
The long string MWK 721 730K 7 is considered to consist of two phrases, 71
T17170K and MWK 79». In consequence, if one noun is expanded by two words, the
case is ambiguous. In some cases one of the additional nouns is too small to count,
e.g., 93, and thus should not be allowed to influence the count: the phrase N> %5
'|'7DH counts as one expanded string. If the phrase consists of long words, it is
counted as 1+. For the statistics two such cases add up to three expanded strings. In
Ezra 4:1 the construct string {7°J23 71737 *IX is a case in point.

Pronominal suffixes appended to the noun are not counted, and in consequence
we do not count object suffixes of the verb either, since these elements do not carry
enough weight from a prosodic point of view. Thus, the verb with an object suffix
counts as a verbal predicate only.

The following verse will illustrate the resulting analysis (1 Kgs. 18:1):

TNTRT *ID 9V 0M MINRT ARAR YR AR TP

In this verse we note a number of clauses: '['7 (single predicate), ANIIN 5X IR (one
argument), TMIRA 73D 9¥ 0N IR (two arguments), and one expanded noun

39. Sometimes expositional information is embedded in object clauses dependent on a verb of per-
ception, e.g., Gen. 6:5; 18:1.
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string, 7R 10 Y¥ (construct state). In the analytical format these data are repre-
sented as follows:

Unit 1 Kgs. 18:1 Arg Emb Exp

v. 1 1'7 - - -
ARMAR YK XN 1 arg - -
TR °10 DY 0 MK 2 arg - 1

Embedded elements are counted twice.*? First, they appear as such in the column of
subordinate clauses. Secondly, they are viewed as arguments in the clause in which
they are embedded, and are indicated in parenthesis, e.g. (2 Kgs. 3:26),

v. 26 (°3) 2RM 77 R 2 arg - 1
fyialailaty i MiateRrd (g iem! 2 arg 1 -

If the embedded clause is continued by a coordinate clause, which also is embedded,
the second clause will count as embedded in itself, even if the embedding is not in-
dicated by a special marking.

Relative clauses will count as subordinated clauses but not as a sentence con-
stituent. The same notation will also be used for participle clauses and infinitives
that are dependent on noun strings. The relative particle 9WX will count as a constit-
uent in the subordinated clause, e.g., QW IWR, unless its syntactic function is cov-
ered by an additional referent (the “a@°id).*! Thus we obtain the following analysis
of the account of Isaac’s birth:

Unit Gen. 21:1-5 Arg Emb Exp
v. 1 (WD) W DX TpD MM 3 arg - -
MR IWRD 1 pron 1 -
(WR3) FWY T WY 3 arg - -
927 IWRD 1 pron 1 -
v.2 m - - -
Y1 PIPT? 12 0MARY AW Tom 5 arg - -
0 MR IR 927 WK 2 arg 1 -
v.3 PI%Y (WK 12 T907) N3 0V DR ONAR RPN 3 arg - 1
ArApAlh] 1 pron 1 -
W Y 7Y WwR 2 pron 1 -
v. 4 (WRD) D7 NIBY 12 12 P¥> DR D3R 99 4 arg - 2
QYR IR 71X TWRD 3 arg 1 -
V.5 (79972) MW NXRM 72 07773XI 2 arg - 1
13 prX> NX 12 793 2 arg 1 1

For statistical purposes the data in the various columns are summarized in two col-
umns, independent clauses (0—4 arguments), embedded clauses (emb), and expanded

40. In conditionals the protasis is regarded as an embedded clause if it is marked by DX, 2, or a sim-
ilar particle. So are circumstantial clauses introduced by °3.

41. In most syntactic details our decisions turned out to be quite similar to those of F I Andersen and
A. D. Forbes, “On Marking Clause Boundaries,” in R. E. Poswick et al., eds., Actes du Troisiéme Colloque
International «Bible et Informatique: Interprétation, Herméneutique, Compétence Informatique» (Tiibingen,
26-30 Aoiit, 1991) (Geneve, 1992), 181-202, esp. 185-93. However, in our notation time indications
marked by 1 are always counted as independent clauses, in contrast to Andersen’s distinctions (p. 187).
Only if the time indication consists of a circumstantial clause with finite verb, the form 1" and the cir-
cumstantial clause are counted as two, separate clauses.
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noun strings (expand). In addition we offer the percentage of each category in rela-
tion to the total number of clauses. In the present study the number of arguments
within the embedded clause is not counted, but when necessary it is always possible
to take these data into account as well.

Unit Gen. 21:1-5 % clauses 14 %

0 arg 1 7.14 2 arg 1 7.14

1 arg - - 3 arg 3 21.43
pron - 4-5 arg 2 14.29
0-1 arg 1 7.14 2-5 arg 6 42.86
emb 7 50.00 expand 5 35.71
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
28 13 0.683 11 2 0.154

For the statistical summary the data have been concentrated into a few catego-
ries, indicating (a) the number of cases in independent clauses containing a predicate
and at most one additional constituent, or pronominal constituents only (0—1 arg);
(b) two or more constituents (2—5 arg); (c) the number of embedded clauses; (d) the
number of expanded noun strings (expand). The second column (%) presents the per-
centages for each category. The statistical data concerning the NV and the NF ratio
indicate where the present unit would fit in from the point of view of the statistical
survey.

The data indicate that the sample from Genesis 21 is close to the complex style;
it tends to the nominal pole, but expanded noun strings are not as frequent as they
are in the complex-nominal style. These findings explain the relatively low NV ratio
(.683), and suggest attribution to the Late Pre-exilic/Exilic period.

6. Four Strata of Narrative Style

This method leads to a more sensitive and balanced description of the textual
units, and thus enables us to arrive at a more adequate characterization of the differ-
ent periods. The following paragraphs present a stylistic analysis of a number of
units from the categories established in the above statistical survey and a statistical
discussion on the basis of these findings. In each category we present a small num-
ber of samples, which will be represented by a few clauses, with the statistical anal-
ysis for the whole pericope. Data for additional pericopes are given in outline only.

a. The Classical stratum: the rhythmic-verbal style

The discussion of the Classical stratum will be opened by some samples from
the Samson tales and the Elisha narratives, since their popular character, and there-
fore their close connection with oral narrative, is well established in biblical stud-
ies.*> These excerpts will be followed by samples from the patriarchal narratives
and the Book of Samuel.

42. H. Gressmann, Die Anfinge Israels (Gottingen, 1914), 249; idem, Die dlteste Geschichtsschrei-
bung und Prophetie Israels, 2nd ed. (Gottingen, 1921), 269-70; A. Rofé, The Prophetical Stories (Jeru—
salem, 1988), 13-18.
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2 Kgs. 13:14-19

v. 14

v. 16

v. 17

v. 19

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
50

Pon DX 1791 YWIORI

92 NI WK

LRI 72 WRY VIR T
10 Yy Jan

RN

PWIDY HRIW? 207 °aR AN
YWIUR 17 KRN

XM nwp np

%M WP VIR MR
LRI 7707 RN

nwpn Yy 771 2070

177 20m

Tonn v Yy 17 YR own
R

TR 119nn nno

nno7

YWIHR ORM

)

M

RN

7 AYWN P

0IX3 AYWN M

(793 7¥) PDRI OIX NR NN
95 1Y

MR

ox¥ma NP

np

LRI 7707 RN

R o

onyd WHw N

Ty

DAYRT WOR TV A¥pN
RN

oo MYD WW IR WHn noad
(795 7¥) @IR DX 1797 IR
95 1Y

09R DX 77190 D°BYD WOV ANy

2 Kgs. 13:14-19 %
10 27.03
12 29.73
22 56.6
3 8.11
Verb NV ratio
34 0.595

2 Kgs. 6:1-7 (vv. 1-2, 6-7)

v. 1

YWOOXR DR 0IX237 32 1R
WA X (WR) DIPHT RI 70
105 oW YW’ MK WK
7777 7Y )1 00

nAX 77 WK Qwn Anpn
(Maw®) atpn ow 1Y 7wyn
ow navs

clauses
2 arg
3 arg
4-5 arg
2-5 arg
expand
Finite
31

2 arg -
1 arg emb
2 arg -
1 arg -

1 arg -
2 arg -
1 arg -
2 arg -
2 arg -
2 arg -
1 arg -
3 arg -

2 arg -

1 arg -

1 arg -
1 arg -
3 arg -

1 arg -

1 arg -
1 arg -
1 arg -

2 arg -

1 arg -
2 arg -

3 arg -

12

16
Nominal

3

2 arg -
2 arg -
3 pron emb
1 arg -
3 arg -
2 pron -
1 pron emb

—_

%
21.62
8.11
32.43
43.24
NF ratio
0.082
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v. 6 O MR WK MRM
YD1 IR
QM DR MR
7Y 23p7
e Town
571727 73N

v. 7 RN
T om
7 oW
il

Unit 2 Kgs. 6:1-7

0 arg 9

1 arg 11

pron 7

0-1 arg 27

emb 2

Noun Verb

26 32

JANES 26 (1998)

1 arg
1 pron
1 arg
1 arg
1 pron
1 arg
1 pron
1 arg
% clauses
26.47 2 arg
32.35 3arg
20.59 4-5 arg
79.41 2-5 arg
5.88 expand
NV ratio Finite
0.448 28

Nominal
4

%
8.82
5.88

14.71
8.82
NF ratio
0.125

In these two short tales the characteristic features of the rhythmic-verbal style
stand out most clearly. Short clauses contain around 60% of all clauses: clauses con-
sisting of a predicate with implied subject cover 26—29% of all clauses, and clauses
consisting of a predicate and single argument cover 35-36% of the text. In the tale
of Elisha and the axe clauses containing pronominal arguments only (7 cases) in-
clude 20% of all clauses. In this tale expanded noun strings (3 instances) occur in less
than 10% of all clauses, while in the tale of Joash and the prophet such strings (16
cases) are found in 40% of the clauses. Embedding is extremely rare in both tales.

Judg. 15:9-13 (vv. 9-10, 13)

V.9 o’ nwYDd 19y 1 arg
93 WM 1 arg

v. 10 7797 WOR 1IMRN 1 arg
WHY anvhy Y 2 pron
TINRN -
TIWNY DX MOXR? 1 arg
WHY (MORY) 1 arg
(MWKX2) 1 Ny 2 arg
1% WY WK 2 pron

v. 13 (MRY) 1% TIHRM 2 arg
MRY -
X7 -
TIOR3 0K 3 -
o772 P 1 arg
M1 X2 N -
0°WTN 0°N3Y 0°3W3 17I0XM 1 arg
v2071 11 312y 1 arg

Unit Judg. 15:9-13 % clauses

0 arg 4 12.12 2 arg

1 arg 10 30.30 3arg

pron 5 6.06 4-5 arg

0-1 arg 19 57.58 2-5 arg

emb 9 27.27 expand

Noun Verb NV ratio Finite

23 34 0.404 26

Nominal
5

15.15
21.12
NF ratio
0.161
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In this narrative the rhythmical, verbal style is almost as outstanding as it is in
the Elisha tales. Almost 80% of the independent clauses are extremely short (0—1
argument), while expanded noun strings occur in only 15% of the clauses. This im-
pression is confirmed by the NV and NF ratio. Thus the relatively high number of
embedded clauses (27%) is surprising, all the more so as we find one case of complex
subordination (1]5 BWY WK D DWYY, v. 10), and one compound embedded clause
(D"hW‘?D T2 '|nn‘7 Rk '[‘10&5, v. 12).43 These data, however, are hardly decisive for
the embedded clauses themselves are extremely short and simple, and mainly consist
of pronouns, e.g., 1% AWY WK 12 NWY? (v. 10); ONXR 2 130N 1D (v. 12).

In the patriarchal narratives the style is slightly more complicated than it is in
the Elisha tales. The present analysis does not indicate notable differences between
episodes attributed to J or E, although differences within the “sources” themselves
do exist.

Gen. 19:1-10 (vv. 1-3, 8-10; mostly attributed to J)

v. 1 2Y3 70 QUIRHT W IR 3 arg - 1
070 WWw3 W’ vIN 2 arg - 1
VY XM 1 arg - -
anxpY op7 1 pron - -
IR QDR MW 2 arg - -
v.2 MRN - - .
0572y N3 YR X1 1770 "3IX X1 790 2 arg - 1
W - - -
037737 %M 1 arg - -
anmowm - - -
05577% onobm 1 arg - -
1IRN - - -
XY - - -
77212912 % 1 arg - -
v. 3 TIRM D2 9¥DN 2 pron - -
POX 7707 1 pron - -
M2 SR wan 1 arg - -
nnwn onY vy 2 arg - -
T1DR NIZM 1 arg - -
19oR" 1 arg - -
v. 8 NN Nw Y% X1 M7 1 arg - 1
R W XY WX 2 arg emb -
05°9X JINXR RI IRVRIR 2 pron - -
02°1¥3 2703 172 W 2 arg - 1
937 WYN YR YR DWIRY 7 2 arg - -
NP 9¥2 83 75 9y 75 2 arg - 1
v. 9 1IRN - - .
RO WA 1 pron - -
IR 1 arg - -
(M2Y) X2 INRA 2 arg - -
MY - emb -
VDY VO™ 1 arg - -
o 72 vy any 3 pron - -
TRM V173 WX T1¥57 2 arg - 1

43. Regarding the syntactic complexity of subordinate clauses, see below on Genesis 4 (p. 89).
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v. 10

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
54

JANES 26 (1998)

(Mw) Wwan

n% 2wy

07’ DR DWIRT MPwN
072 oYhR V1Y DR RPN
1930 YT DX

Gen. 19:1-10 %
10 19.61
12 29.53
10 19.61
32 62.74
4 7.84
Verb NV ratio
48 0.529

Gen. 21:15-21 (vv. 15-18; typically attributed to E)

v. 15

v. 16

v. 17

v. 18

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
42

nnnm 1 ooni 1957

oW INR NNn 790 DR Jowm
Tom

PRI T3 17 2wm

nwp Mnwumn

IR 3

(NM2) IRIR R

7271 NI

T3 2wm

%P DX Xwm

M

WIT 9P DR QTR YN
QMW 11 137 YR D79R R RPN
1% MR”N

bk

PN 2R

(WX2) I 7P YR 0NIR yHw 75
oW X7 WK

»p

W DX ORW

12 7 DR PIM

WPWR 21T 1Y D

Gen. 21:15-21 %
8 25.00
8 25.00
2 6.25
18 56.25
3 9.38
Verb NV ratio
30 0.583

clauses
2 arg
3 arg
4-5 arg
2-5 arg
expand
Finite
45

clauses
2 arg
3 arg
4-5 arg
2-5 arg
expand
Finite
29

Gen. 25:29-34 (vv. 29-30, 33-34; mostly assigned to J)

v. 29

v. 30

11 2pY 1M
WA 1 WY XN

Py RN

2Py IR WY MR
mnlepRal-yhal R b
IR Y D

OVIXR W XP 12 7Y

1 arg

2 arg
3 arg
1 arg

2 arg
2 arg
1 pron
2 arg
1 arg
1 pron
3 arg

emb -

51 %
11 21.57
4 7.84
15 29.41
13 25.49

Nominal NF ratio

3 0.625

- 1

emb -

emb -

- 1

- 1

- 1

emb -

- 1

32 %
7 21.88
3 9.38
1 3.13
11 34.38
10 31.25

Nominal NF ratio

1 0.033



v. 33

v. 34

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
29
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Y MR
o> °Y nyawn

1% yawn

2p¥°7 N33 DX 190

DWIY TN an? Wy 101 3pyn

YoR7

nw”n

op”

Ton

719027 DX WY 127N

Gen. 25:29-34 % clauses
4 17.39 2 arg
7 30.43 3 arg
1 4.35 4-5 arg
12 52.17 2-5 arg
1 4.35 expand

Verb NV ratio Finite

21 0.58 19

1 arg
2 pron*
1 pron
2 arg
3 arg

2 arg

Gen. 29:2-14, 26, 31-35 (vv. 2—-11, 31-33 typically attributed to %

v. 2

X

7Tw3a X2 M

O %37 X% 7Y AwHW ow mm
D17V P RIFA IWRAT R D
IR237 °D Py YT TR

077V 95 Anw DOXRN

AR237 7D Yym 1aRT DX 179N

TRZT DR PwM

mnpnY IR D PY 1aRT DR 12V
2pY> OnY MR

OnR 77R7 MR

1IHRN

WK I

onY RN

79 13 712% NX DY

1IMR7

W

ony 727 NTW

TPIRY WK IR¥T QY X2 0N

X1 7797 D

MR MR 72% N2 Y1 DX 2pY? AR TWRD N
MR IR 127 1RY DX

2Py wan

X271 D HYM AR DR I

MR MK 729 XY DX PN

5% 2py? pon

1 arg
3 arg
1 arg
1 arg
2 arg
2 arg
1 arg
2 arg
2 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg

2 pron
2 arg
1 arg
2 arg

1 arg
2 arg
1 arg
2 arg

23
7
3
10
3
Nominal
2

%
34.78
13.04

43.48
13.04
NF ratio
0.095

—_ = N —

o

—_

—_

[ _—
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44. In Gen. 25:33 the adverb O3 is used in the apparently colloquial meaning “first,” as, e.g., 1 Kgs.
1:51; see J. McDonald, “Some Distinctive Characteristics of Israelite Spoken Hebrew,” Bi.Or. 32 (1975),

162-75, esp. 173.

45. See H. Holzinger, Genesis (Freiburg-Leipzig-Tiibingen, 1898), xxvi; B. W. Anderson, “Transla-
tor’s Supplement,” in M. Noth, A History of Pentateuchal Traditions (Englewood Cliffs, 1972), 264-65;

A. E Campbell and M. O’Brien, Sources of the Pentateuch (Minneapolis, 1993), 112-13.
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v. 31

v. 32

v. 33

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
124

9P DR RWM

T

(°3) M XM
XD ORI *D
M DX INEM
TPy onm

XY

712 7°m

T2IRY MY RIPpM
TIOR3

Y2 M IR 0D
WIR 1AIXR° NV 7D
T M

712 7°m

MR

(°3) MY YW °3
IR RN *D

7T R 03 0% 1M
TIVPY MY RPN

Gen. 29:2-35
16
35
2
53
5
Verb
82
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%
18.18
39.77
2.27
60.23
5.68
NV ratio
0.602

clauses
2 arg
3 arg
4-5 arg
2-5 arg
expand
Finite
71

1 arg
1 arg
2 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
2 arg

2 arg
2 arg
1 arg
1 arg

2 arg
1 arg
2 pron
2 arg

88
25
5
30
30
Nominal
9

%
28.41
5.68
34.09
34.09
NF ratio
0.113

Similar results are obtained for Gen. 31:4—16; 28—45 (mostly attributed to E)*®
and the tale of Abraham and Pharaoh (Gen. 12:10-20; typically listed as J):

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
76
Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
170

Gen. 31:4-16
5
26
1
32
8
Verb
46
Gen. 31:28-45
4
31
1
36
11
Verb
100

%
9.80
50.98
1.96
62.74
15.69
NV ratio
0.623
%
6.06
46.97
1.52
54.55
16.67
NV ratio
0.630

clauses
2 arg
3 arg
4-5 arg
2-5 arg
expand
Finite
40
clauses
2 arg
3 arg
4-5 arg
2-5 arg
expand
Finite
88

51
8
3
11
20
Nominal
6
66
17
1
1
19
25
Nominal
12

%
15.69
5.88
21.57
39.22
NF ratio
0.130
%
25.76
1.52
1.52
28.79
37.88
NF ratio
0.120

46. The attribution to E is according to the joint overlap of the division by Holzinger, Genesis, xxvi
(Gen. 31:4-16*, 19-21a, 22-24, 26, 28—43, 44a, 45; 44b is considered questionable, J?) and Noth, Pen-
tateuchal Traditions, 264-65 (Gen. 31:4-16, 19b, 24-25a, 26, 28-29, 30b, 32-25, 36b-37, 41-45).



Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
55
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Gen. 12:10-20 % clauses

4 9.75

13 33.33

1 2.56 4-5 arg

18 46.15 2-5 arg

7 17.95 expand
Verb NV ratio

35 0.611

14
Nominal
3

85

%
20.51
12.82
2.56
35.90
35.90
NF ratio
0.086

According to the findings for these samples, the patriarchal narratives are char-
acterized by a relatively high number of simple clauses (0—1 argument), between 50%
and 70%; clauses containing 3 arguments or more are exceedingly rare (between 3%
and 13%). Embedded clauses typically account for less than 10% of all clauses (apart
from Gen. 12:10-20; 31:28—45). Expanded noun strings occur in less than 40% of all
clauses, and are mostly of limited extent. Such variation as may be noted, is not
dependent on source distinctions.

The stylistic profile of the samples from the Book of Samuel is slightly more

intricate.

1 Sam. 4:1b-7, 10-18a (vv. 1b-3, 10-12, 14)

v. 1b

v. 3

HNYNY D NWYD NRIPY YR R
MY 13ARA 2V

P?DX2 191 D NWYDY

YR NXIPY DNW9D 15997
PP wom

nwYD 710% YR 737

WK O°DR NYIIND 77w 7197913 197
mT YR Oy XA

LRI NPT TIRN

nwYD 0% oPR MY 1 N
T 012 PR DR 79WH WK P
112772 XaN

PR 791 VUM

o nwYd MY

LRI 7337

PHIRY WOR 0M

TRM 79172 7907 M

237 PR DWHW HRIWM YN
nPY1 O7A9R 1N

OMYPDY 73D 1M *YY 212 N
T197YnM 1012 VR 7N

X7 072 77w Xa7

DVIp I

WX HY IR

TPYET 9P DR Yy ynw

MRN

minResn ik

M WIRM

Xan

DY T

MW "I 2Ywn 132 7o

R TrY

(MIXTD) 19° ’:

nx1?

3 arg
1 arg
2 arg
3 arg
1 arg
2 arg
3 arg
2 arg
1 arg
3 arg
3 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
2 arg
1 arg
2 arg
1 arg
1 arg
2 arg
2 arg
1 arg
1 arg
2 arg

1 arg
1 arg

1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
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Unit 1 Sam. 4:1b-7, 10-18a % clauses 74
0 arg 10 13.52 2 arg 27
1 arg 26 35.14 3 arg 6
pron 1 1.35 4-5 arg -
0-1 arg 37 50.00 2-5 arg 33
emb 4 5.41 expand 38
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal
152 72 0.679 61 11

A similar result is obtained for Samuel’s birth tale:

Unit 1 Sam 1:4-18 % clauses 59
0 arg 10 16.95 2 arg 22
1 arg 18 30.51 3 arg 6
pron - - 4-5 arg -
0-1 arg 28 47.46 2-5 arg 28
emb 3 5.09 expand 22
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal
97 61 0.638 52 9

%
36.49
8.11
44.59
51.35
NF ratio
0.153

%
37.29
10.17

47.46
37.29
NF ratio
0.148

In the narrative on the message of Absalom’s death (2 Sam. 18:20-19:1) the
frequency of short clauses is far higher:

Unit 2 Sam. 18:20-19:1 % clauses 85
0 arg 15 17.65 2 arg 19
1 arg 38 44.71 3 arg 2
pron - - 4-5 arg -
0-1 arg 53 62.35 2-5 arg 21
emb 11 12.94 expand 29
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal
125 76 0.62.2 63 13

%
22.36
2.36
24.71
34.12
NF ratio
0.171

In these tales short clauses form the majority (approximately 50%); about 10%
of the clauses contain more than two explicit constituents, and embedding is rare
(less than 10% of the clauses). Expanded nouns strings are slightly more frequent
than may be found in the samples from the patriarchal narratives, but most nominals
are short. In the opening of the tale of Saul’s anointment embedding is somewhat
more frequent, but all other data are quite similar to those found in the previous

samples:
Unit 1 Sam. 9:3-17 % clauses 86
0 arg 17 19.76 2 arg 25
1 arg 23 26.74 3 arg 5
pron 1 1.16 4-5 arg 2
0-1 arg 41 47.76 2-5 arg 32
emb 13 15.12 expand 24
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal
113 80 0.585 64 16

%
29.07
5.81
2.33
37.21
2791
NF ratio
0.20

These data confirm our characterization of the rhythmic-verbal style.

(a) All these narratives contain a high number of short clauses, including a
single predicate only, or at most one explicit argument (additional constituent), or
pronominal and deictic arguments only (0—1 arg). This class forms almost 80% of all
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clauses in 2 Kgs. 6:1-7, 60% or more in Gen. 19:1-10; 29:2-14, 31-35; 31:4-16;
2 Sam. 18:20-19:1; and at least 50% in Gen. 21:15-21; 25:29-34; 31:28-45;
Judg. 15:9-13 (but in this pericope short clauses form more than 80% of the inde-
pendent clauses); 1 Sam. 4:1b-7, 10-18; 2 Kgs. 13:14-19. In a few samples short
clauses cover less than 50% of the text: Gen. 12:10-20; 1 Sam. 1:4-18; 9:3—17 (but
in these sections short clauses form more than 50% of the independent clauses).

(b) In the sample from the Samson tales clauses containing two explicit argu-
ments cover 15% of the text, and clauses presenting more than two such arguments
are not found. Similar figures are found for 2 Kgs. 6:1-7 (9 and 6%); and Gen. 31:4—
16 (16 and 6%). In the samples from Genesis 12; 19; 21; 2 Samuel 18; and 2 Kings 13
clauses containing two arguments account for around 20% of all clauses, while
clauses containing more arguments cover circa 10% of the text; similar data are
found in Gen. 31:28-45 (25% and 1.5% respectively), and Genesis 29 (28.4% and
5.6%). In Gen. 25:29-34 clauses containing two arguments account for more than 30%
of the text, while clauses containing more than two arguments cover more than 10%
of the clauses. In the samples from 1 Samuel 1; 4; and 9 the data for two arguments
are in the same range (35%, 36%, and 29% respectively), but clauses of three argu-
ments or more account for less than 10%.

(c) Embedded clauses are relatively rare. Such clauses cover less than 5% of
all clauses in Gen. 25:29-34. In most samples (7 out of 14), they account for 5-9%
of the text: Gen. 19:1-10; 21:15-21; 29:2-35; 1 Sam. 1:4-18; 4:1-18; 2 Kgs. 6:1-7;
13:14-19. In one case they include between 10—15% of the clauses (2 Samuel 18).
One notes four samples in which subordinate clauses cover 15-19% of the clauses
(Gen. 12:10-20; 31:4—16, 28—45; 1 Sam. 9:3-17). In Judg. 15:9-13, where embed-
ded clauses occupy 27% of the text, almost half of them consist mainly of pronouns.

(d) Expanded noun strings are rare relative to the number of clauses. In the
samples from 2 Kings 6 and Genesis 25 such strings are found in less than 15% of
the clauses, while in Judges 15 15% of all clauses contain such strings. In Gen.
19:1-10; 1 Sam. 9:3—-17 between 25% and 30% of all clauses contain expanded
noun strings. In most sections (8 out of 14) such strings are found in less than 40%
of all clauses (Gen. 12:10-20; 21:15-21; 29:2-35; 31:4-16, 28—45; 2 Sam. 18:20-
19:1; 1 Sam. 1:4-18; 2 Kgs. 13:14-19). Only in the sample from 1 Samuel 4 do
expanded noun strings occur in more than 50% of the clauses. Even in these tales,
however, most such strings do not contain more than two elements.

(e) Independent pronouns and deictic particles play a minor role in the present
analysis. For instance, the use of deictics sets the clause QWpn QW 1% nwyn (2 Kgs.
6:2) apart from the category of clauses containing three explicit arguments. By the
same token one notes the clause 13°2¥ on°%y 1% (Judg. 15:10). From a formal point
of view the sentence 11? WY WX *2 NMWYY should count as complex, but the pro-
nouns create a sense of informality.

The style of tales in this class, then, is full of variation with regard to all param-
eters. However, when a certain narrative is characterized by a relatively high score in
one field, this feature is for the most part compensated for by a low score for another
feature, e.g., the number of embedded clauses in Judges 15, or the number of long
clauses in Genesis 25. Only in the tale of Abraham and Pharaoh (Gen. 12:10-20) and
in the samples from 1 Samuel 4 and 9 are a number of scores on the high side.
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b. Classical prose: the intricate style

Some narratives preserve the character of the classical style, but go beyond it
in a number of respects. For instance, in the Cain and Abel tale (Gen. 4:1-16) most
features are in accordance with the classical style, apart from the high NF ratio
(0.276). The percentage of short clauses (0—1 arguments) is on the low side (43%),
while the frequency of long clauses is on the high side (40%), but these data do not
seem critical. Nevertheless, detailed stylistic analysis indicates a number of phe-

nomena that do not fit the classical style.

Gen. 4:1-6, 8—16 (vv. 1-3, 10-12, 14-15; assigned to J)

v. 1

v. 1447

Unit
0 arg
1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb

MWK 7N DR YT OTIRM
M

TP DX oM

RN

TP DR WK TP

(N79%2) qom

52 DR AR DR NTYY

XY 777 937

IR T2V 0 7R

o> Ypm onn

TIPY T TR M0 7P X3
RN

wy

IR M PR DOPYY TIR M7 9P
IR 1 AR IR ANV
(DMPY) 7D NR NXD WX

TP IR M7 DR DR

ITIRA DR 72YN D

(nN) 7oN XY

T2 A5 nn

7RI TR0 T3 V)

IR %10 YYm 0N NX DwAa 1
Rlaleigl LTl

7RI TN ¥1o0M

(OR3M) 93 M

X

hRhL

977 99 RN

gp> ©°NYaw (317) 93 19

i anl

(n93%) MR PRY M ow™
(R¥M) 93 90X N7 NYaY

A7)

Gen. 4:1-16 %
6 10.91
15 27.27
1 1.82
22 0.00
10 18.18

clauses
2 arg
3 arg
4-5 arg
2-5 arg
expand

2 arg

1 arg
2 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
4 arg

1 pron
3 arg
2 arg
3 arg
2 arg
1 arg
2 arg
2 arg
1 arg
3 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
2 arg
2 arg
1 arg
4 arg
2 arg

emb
cem
55
19

23
21

47. This clause could also be regarded as the protasis of a conditional sentence.

—_— 1

—_—

34.55
3.64
3.64

41.82

38.18
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Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
84 58 .592 42 16 276

First, one notes the high percentage of subordinated clauses in the classes of two
and three arguments (four out of ten). In the class of three arguments two clauses are
independent while one is embedded. Further analysis of some of these clauses sug-
gests a higher degree of syntactical complication than found in the other samples.
The indication of divine protection for Cain (Gen. 4:15) contains two subordinate
clauses of which one, “anyone who met him” (participle with object), is embedded
in the infinitive clause, which is also subordinated:

WR¥M 23 IR NI5T °NYaY MR PRY M v
(1) lest (2) anyone who met him (1) should kill him (NJPS)

The subject of the infinitive clause consists of a participle with suffixed pronoun, in-
dicating its object,*® in secondary subordination. The participle with suffixed pro-
noun as subject is also encountered in other clauses concerning the dangers faced by
Cain: “whosoever finds me” (*R¥7» 53, v. 14), “whosoever slays Cain” (]’ A7 55,
v. 15). The curse laid on Cain is motivated by a complex relative clause (4:11):

T3 IR 0T DX nn|7'7 71D NR INXD WK 7ATIRT 12 70OR IR 70N
And now cursed art thou from the ground, (1) which hath opened its mouth (2) to receive thy
brother’s blood from thy hand

In this sentence the relative clause (77°D DX INXD WK, “which hath opened its mouth™)
is continued by an infinitive clause, indicating the goal of the action (°»7 DX nnpb
7% R, “to receive thy brother’s blood from thy hand”). An infinitive clause is also
used in order to set the scene for the murder (v. 8):

IR 937 YR PR 0p7 ATw3a aneia h
And it came to pass, when they were in the field, that Cain rose up against Abel his brother

In such cases the classical Hebrew style tends to use a simple nominal clause in
parataxis, as found in the Saul tale (1 Samuel 9: e.g., 77w2 M7 °1"). The hypo-
tactic construction of Genesis 4 is more intricate than customary in the classical
style.*

48. Although the Latin has the means to render this sentence by the same syntagms, even the Vulgate
uses finite verbs in order to render this sentence: posuitque Dominus Cain signum (1) ut non eum
interficeret (2) omnis qui invenisset eum.

49. The degree of syntactic complexity of subordinate clauses as an indication for the level of written
language is discussed by K. Perera, Children’s Writing and Reading: Analysing Classroom Language
(Oxford, 1984), 237-39. The examples in Genesis 4 are far more complicated than the case found in the
Samson tale, mentioned above (p. 81) since there the embedded clauses do not use the participle, while
the infinitive clauses themselves are extremely simple. K. Beaman shows that complex sentences as such
are not too rare in spoken language: “Coordination and Subordination Revisited: Syntactic Complexity in
Spoken and Written Narrative Discourse,” in Deborah Tannen, ed., Coherence in Spoken and Written
Discourse (Norwood, NJ, 1984), 45-80. Analysis of spoken discourse in biblical narrative shows that in
the classical stratum the language of spoken discourse is slightly more complex than that of the action
sequence: F. Polak, “Narrator’s Language and Dialogue in Biblical Narrative: An Attempt at Stylistic
Analysis,” Te“uda 15 (in press; Hebrew with English summary).
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The intricate style is also characteristic of the paradise tale (Gen. 2:4b—3:24;
attributed to J). The pericope concerning the seduction by the serpent (3:1-7) includes
a striking number of subordinated clauses,’” including three clauses in complicated
embedding.

Gen. 3:1-7 (vv. 1-4, 6)

v. 1 7TWwR Don Yon 01y TR wmm 2 arg - 1+
7 WY WK 2 arg emb -
WX 9R K7 1 arg - -
DYR MR °3 AR 1 arg - -
N1 7Y 921 1958N RY 1 arg - 1
v.2 W HR AWK R 2 arg - -
YORI 1A 7Y 100 1 arg - 1+
v.3 1 1930 RY (MR) 137 1N WK PV oM 1 arg - 3
o°mox X 1 arg - -
12 AN’ 1 pron - -
7m0 1D - emb -
v. 4 WX 9R wan nRn 2 arg - -
73070 N XY - - -
(") DFPR ¥ 2 arg - -
02"y WPEN (@399K) 0172 7D 2 arg emb -
157 D39O 1 pron cem -
03"y 1pEN 1 arg emb -
o°rox> anvm 1 arg emb -
71 20 v 1 arg cem -
v. 6 (°2) WX XM 2 arg - -
YoRMY Py 20 3 2 arg emb -
Q1Yo XI7 IR 0 2 arg emb -
(5wn?) Yy T 2 arg emb -
Sownb - cem -
iabl-Rardal 1 arg - -
TRy MWOR? 03 (N 1 arg - 1
YoR™ - - -
Unit Gen. 3:1-7 % clauses 32 %
0 arg 3 9.38 2 arg 9 28.13
1 arg 10 31.25 3 arg - -
pron - - 4-5 arg - -
0-1 arg 13 40.63 2-5 arg 9 28.13
emb 10 31.25 expand 10 31.25
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
84 58 0.592 42 16 0.276

If the frequency of expanded noun strings had been higher, it would have been eas-
ier to assign this pericope to the Late Pre-exilic/Exilic period. The intricate style
with its complex syntactic structures appears again in the pericope of the expulsion
from the Garden of Eden, e.g.,”!

Gen. 3:24  DIRT DX 0IM 1 arg - 1
02757 DR 77V 132 0P 19w 3 arg - 3

50. In this pericope the embedded clauses are divided as follows: five clauses contain two arguments,
three clauses one argument, and two clauses consist of a predicate only.

51. These findings fail to confirm the analysis of 3:22-24 into two sources of which one would be
closer to the ancient folktale and the other of more literary character, as cautiously proposed by H. Gunkel,
Genesis, 3rd ed. (Gottingen, 1910), 25-26.
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(MWY) 2917 VY XY
naonnnn - emb B,
o»an yy 777 DR Wwh 1 arg emb 1

Among the narratives in the intricate style, the Joseph tale seems most close to the
classical style. In fact, this tale contains many pericopes in the rhythmic-verbal
style, but in some chapters the style is more intricate.

Gen. 40:4-21 (vv. 4-6, 11-14; assigned to E)

v. 4 ONR O NX DNV W TPD” 3arg - 1
onR NN 1 pron - -
MWwn3a oo PN 1 arg - -
v.5 oW o121 o 2 arg - -
AR 79792 MmN wR 3arg - 1
121 119ND3 WR 2 arg - 5
9707 N*33 00K IWR 07X 7MY TWR ORI ARPWHT
v. 6 9p23 (O oYX XI7 3arg - -
onx XM 1 pron -
0°0Y7 03N 1 arg - -
v. 11 72 YD 0101 1 arg - 1
0°21V77 DX 1PXY 1 arg - -
Y70 D13 YR ONXR LYK 2 arg - 1
YD 73 Y¥ 0157 DX INXI 2 arg - 1
v. 12 N0V 19 MR 2 arg - -
13905 77 1 arg - -
an o DWW 03wn nwhw 1 arg - 2
v. 13 TWRI DX 7Y XY 0 MWW T3 3arg - 1
1 2y UM 1 arg - -
TIWRIT VBWMI 1772 YD DI NN 3arg - 2
WPWH NP7 WK 1 arg - -
v. 14 (AWRD) JNR *INTDT OX D 2 arg emb -
7% 2v> WK 1 pron - -
T0M TRy R NPT (OX) 3arg - -
Y79 YR 0T 1 arg - -
Unit Gen. 40:4-21 % clauses 63 %
0 arg 1 1.05 2 arg 18 28.57
1 arg 22 34.92 3arg 8 12.70
pron 5 7.94 4-5 arg 3 4.76
0-1 arg 28 44.44 2-5 arg 29 43.94
emb 6 9.52 expand 34 53.97
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
119 57 0.676 44 13 0.228

The profile of this pericope fits the intricate style, as the clauses with 0—1 arguments
cover less than 45% of the text, while the class of three arguments and more includes
almost 16% of all clauses. Expanded noun strings are frequent (almost 54%). On the
other hand, the percentage of embedded clauses would fit the classical style (less
than 10%).

A similar profile is found in the Joshua narrative (Joshua 2—10). Deuteronomistic
influence, then, may be assumed for certain parts of these tales, but can hardly be
regarded as the main characteristic.

Josh. 9:2-15 (vv. 2—-4, 8-9)

v. 2 TMR D (@A27Y) I RPN 3 arg - 1
YXIw> oy1 YW oy onony 1 arg emb 1
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v. 3 (WX DR) WHW 1123 "W 2 arg - 1
¥9Y IH YW WY WK 3 arg emb 1
v. 4 a9V 700 03 WY 2 arg - -
1991 - - -
I7°0X" - - -
o°%2 1 PIRN OPIRNY 0°93 DpW P 2 arg - 3+
0°77%717 D°YpPIM
ahy mva nvnwy 1 arg - -
v. 8 YU IR TIOR" 1 arg - -
NMIR 7772V 1 pron - -
YU OIIR RN 2 arg - -
onx on 1 pron - -
WR2AN 7°RMY 1 pron - -
v. 9 PHR RN 1 pron - -
TRYR M WY TTAY IR RS AR PIRD 3 arg - 2+
55 NXY WHY DR NYHY %D 1 arg - 1
0°9%71 WY IWX 2 arg - -
Unit Josh. 9:2-15 % clauses 50 %
0 arg 3 6.00 2 arg 11 22.00
1 arg 18 36.00 3 arg 8 16.00
pron - - 4-5 arg 1 2.00
0-1 arg 21 42.00 2-5 arg 20 40.00
emb 9 18.00 expand 31 62.00
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
96 49 0.662 41 8 0.163

In this pericope, as in the other samples belonging to this category, the deviations
from the crisp, rhythmic, style of classical prose are relatively subtle. The percent-
age of short clauses is slightly smaller than in classical prose (between 40 and 50%),
while one notes a certain preference for explicit arguments (in many cases approx-
imately 40%), embedded clauses, and longer noun strings. In general, then, the sty-
listic norms are more intricate than found for the samples for classical narrative. The
style of the narratives in this group, then, is best characterized as an intricate variant
of the classical style.

c. The Transitional period: the complex-nominal style

A different profile is characteristic of the narratives that must be attributed to the
Transitional period. In texts belonging to this category less than 40% of the clauses
consist of a single predicate, or a predicate with one argument. At times more than
70% of the clauses contains an expanded noun string. The number of embedded
clauses is likewise higher than in the previous categories. We will demonstrate these
phenomena by means of samples from the Book of Kings, the Jeremiah Vita, and
sections from the second part of the Book of Joshua.

2 Kgs. 16:5-9
v. 5 YR 7o WM 1A NP1 IR TN PRI APYIIR - 4oarg - 4
et ovbwr
MR 9y 1187 1 arg - -
@nnY) 1950 kM 1 arg - -
onay - emb -

v. 6 0IX? N9°R X IR 791 777 WA ROTN Y3 4 arg - 2+



v. 14

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
53
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MYRN 0T DR YW

NYX X2 DR

T 0 7Y 172 12w

(M%) 0RYD nHan DX 07axHH MR nYwN
MRY

"R 133 772V

oy

HRIW? 9 721 DIR 771 70 YW
By ompn

27177 DRI HO3T DX TR MpN

7917 N2 NITYRIY TP N°2 REHID
MW MR T nvwn

MR o0 PIR YHwN

PWNT YR MWK Ton Y3

woan”

R e

NIn 7789 DX

2 Kgs. 16:5-9 % clauses
2 9.09 2 arg
7 31.82 3 arg
- 4-5 arg
9 40.91 2-5 arg
4 18.18 expand

Verb NV ratio Finite

21 716 17

2 arg -
2 arg -
2 arg -
4 arg -
- emb
1 arg -
1 arg -
1 pron emb
2arg -
1 arg emb
2 arg -
1 arg -
2 arg -
1 arg -
1 arg -
22
6
3
9
18
Nominal
4

93

—_

%
27.27

13.64
40.91
81.82
NF ratio
0.190

In this pericope the percentage of short clauses (0—1 arguments) is only slightly
above 40%, exactly like the percentage of clauses including two arguments or more.
What is particularly important is the percentage of clauses including four arguments
or more (13%). In addition, the percentage of expanded noun strings is on the high

side (81.82%).

Similar data are obtained for the account of Joash’s enthronement in the Temple
(2 Kings 11), although the embedding rate is slightly lower (14%). This profile
seems to fit all passages attributable to the transitional period.

2 Kgs. 11:3-20 (vv. 3—-4, 9-13)

v. 3

(RaNNM) M 13 ANK A

DI WW XInnn

PIRT 5V N3on YNy

YTV AW Yawn mwal

078791 ™37 NIXHT W DX 1P

T 072 YR ONX X2

N2 an% non

M N°23 onX yawn

7917 73 DR ONX RN

Y33 NIRNA W WY

97 YN TR WK

NIWi °RY” OY NIWi °R2 PWIR DR WX NP7
797 YT HR IR

DLW DRI NPINA DR MIRDT WY 757 107
T N33 WR 71T onY WK

N3 IV NPT %37 ANOD (WOR) DX T
2730 79n7 Py n°2%1 namb noYrnwn nan
172 1931 WK

3 arg -
1 arg emb
2 arg -
2 arg -
1 arg -
2 pron -
2 arg -
2 arg -
2 arg -
2 arg -
2 arg emb
1 arg -
1 arg -
3 arg -

4 arg -

2 arg -

e T U NG Y e

[u—
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v. 12

v. 13

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
179
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7917 72 DR XYM

NITYA DRI M DR YV 1M
K 12917

W

75 191

1IR"

Tonn

oya X7 9P DR Ny yewm

777 N°2 OYR OX Xam
2 Kgs. 11:3-20 % clauses
6 8.11 2 arg
22 29.72 3 arg
1 1.35 4-5 arg
29 39.19 2-5 arg
11 14.86 expand
Verb NV ratio Finite
68 0.725 55

1 arg
2 arg
1 pron

1 arg
1 arg

2 arg
2 arg

74
26
6
2
34
59
Nominal
13

The samples from the Jeremiah Vita reveal a different profile.

Jer. 36:4-7, 10-18 (vv. 4-7, 17-18)

v. 4

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
163

71 72 172 DR PR RPN
(WR) M *7137 25 DX TR %5» T2 207
950 NYan Yy

POX 927 WK

(MRD) T2 DR TR RN

IIRY

Y IR

(R129) 99X XY

i N7 X12Y

R DRI

Oy >3RI 7T 7127 DR (WR) 7933 DRI
oI% o2 e Na

51 NaNd WX

ORIPN (@XAT) 7797 2 °3X3 DN

orIvn O°RaAn

797 *319% Dnann Yon YR

VI 1977 WK 12wN

PN AR 93T 0D

717 0Yn YR N 927 WX

(MRY) 19RW 7172 DRI

IIRY

1% X170

D1 AYRA 01277 93 PR Nand PR

72 0% RN

2R 01377 93 DR VYR RPN

172 79077 ¥ 2n3 IR

Jer 36:4-18 % clauses
2 4.35 2 arg
10 21.74 3 arg
- - 4-5 arg
12 26.09 2-5 arg
12 26.09 expand

Verb NV ratio Finite

75 0.685 63

2 arg
4 arg

2 pron
3 arg

1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
1 arg
5 arg

2 arg
1 arg
1 arg
3 arg
2 arg
1 arg
3 arg
2 arg

1 pron
3 arg
1 arg
3 arg
3 arg

46
10
7
4
22
45
Nominal
12

%
35.13
8.11
2.70
45.94
79.73
NF ratio
0.191

%
23.91
15.22
8.70
47.83
97.83
NF ratio
0.160
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In this pericope the percentage of short clauses is lower than in the other samples in
this class, while the percentage of expanded noun phrases is on the high side. Nev-
ertheless, the profile of this tale does not match the findings for the Persian era, for
in the samples from that period the figures for embedding are higher. In the tale of
Jeremiah in the court of the guard (38:4-16,19-21) the findings are closer to those
for the Book of Kings:

Unit Jer. 38:4-21 % clauses 75 %

0 arg 4 5.33 2 arg 25 33.33
1 arg 19 5.33 3 arg 11 14.67
pron - - 4-5 arg 1 1.33
0-1 arg 23 30.66 2-5 arg 37 49.33
emb 15 20.00 expand 36 48.00
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
141 64 0.688 53 11 0.172

The style of the concluding pericopes in Joshua (chaps. 22-24) is far from uni-
form. In some passages the profile is close to that of classical prose:

Josh. 24:16-28 (vv. 16—17, 25-28)

v. 16 oy v 1 arg - -
RN - - -
(QTvm) 1Y 74N 2 arg - -
(72Y9) M DX 2TV 2 arg emb -
o™InR 079K T2y 1 arg cem -
(oYM XIT 1FPR 7 0D 1 arg - 1
v. 17 0772¥ N1 07%7M PIRD PNIAR DRI UNK 729m7 2 arg emb 2+
7987 MYTAT DINRA DX WPYY AWy WK 3 arg emb 1+
MY 9321 (WR) T 932 MIwN 1 arg emb 2
72 11091 Wwx 2 pron cem -
D293 1372V IWR 2 arg cem -
v. 25 X122 012 QY% N2 YU NN 4 arg - 1
05w vOWM P 12 QW 3 arg - 1
v. 26 Q%X NTIN 9502 NPRTI 01370 DR YW 2NN 3 arg - 2+
79773 73R 1P 1 arg - 1
M WIpHa TWR 79X NNn ow AR 2 arg - 1
v. 27 ayn 3 5% ywIn mRn 2 arg - 1
TIYY 112 AN DRI AR 70 2 arg - 1
777 MR 93 DR AYHWw X7 0D 2 arg - 1
9I0Y 927 WR 2 pron emb -
(1p) 7YY 033 AN 2 arg - -
03°1%X3 PWnan 1o larg  emb -
v. 28 MYMY WOR OYR DR YURT NYwN 4 arg - -
Unit Josh. 24:16-28 % clauses 52 %
0 arg 5 9.62 2 arg 11 21.15
1 arg 19 36.54 3 arg 3 5.77
pron - - 4-5 arg 2 3.85
0-1 arg 24 46.15 2-5 arg 16 30.77
emb 12 23.08 expand 28 53.84
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
92 45 0.672 39 6 0.133

In this pericope it is possible to detect some similarity to the intricate classical style,
in particular because of the high percentage of short clauses (46.15%). But the per-
centage of embedded clauses is on the high side (23%); two of these clauses contain
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four arguments, and many clauses occur in complex subordination. Since the per-
centage of expanded noun strings also seems on the high side for the intricate style,
this unit is best viewed as marking the shift from the intricate classical style to that
of the Late Pre-exilic/Exilic period.

The findings for the tale of the memorial site near the Jordan are of a different
character:

Josh. 22:6-15, 21-26, 31-34 (vv. 11-14)

v. 11 (MRY) HXIW? 212 WY 2 arg - 1
MRS - emb -
DR AWM LAWY XTI T3 2137 73X 712 113 7 3 arg - 7+
PRIW? *13 72Y YR 777 M9 UR (Y10 IR I YR mami

v. 12 HRIW? *12 WHw 1 arg -
(M2y%9) A% YxWw 713 NIy 93 9mpn 3 arg - 2
X337 oYy MPvY 2 arg emb -

v. 13 727 PR T3 213 DRI 12987 213 DR YR 12 mown 4 arg - 5+
7737 ITYYR 12 OAPD NX TYYNT PIR X AWM LW

v. 14 IX N73% IR XOWI IR ROV ,I0Y DRV TIWN 1 arg - 5+
ORIW N 937 1 arg - -
HRIW? DYRY 7197 DNIAR N7 WRI WX 1 arg - 2

Unit Josh. 22:6-34 % clauses 72 %

0 arg 4 5.56 2 arg 21 29.17

1 arg 14 19.44 3arg 8 11.11

pron - - 4-5 arg 5 6.94

0-1 arg 18 30.55 2-5 arg 34 47.22

emb 20 27.78 expand 79 109.72

Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio

240 55 0.814 43 12 0.218

The findings for this pericope are similar to those for the Jeremiah tale (Jer. 36:4-18):
in both samples expanded noun strings are extremely frequent. Short clauses (0—1
argument) occupy 30% of the clauses, while embedded causes cover above 20%.
Thus the style of these samples is close to prose from the Persian era, even though the
percentage for embedding is lower than found in postexilic narrative. Hence these
pericopes may serve to mark the transition to the postexilic style, while the tale of the
covenant at Shechem (Joshua 24) marks the transition from the intricate classical
style to the late pre-exilic/exilic period.

d. The Persian era

Samples from postexilic literature have been culled from the Zerubbabel chron-
icle (Ezra 1:1-6:23), from Ezra’s memoirs (7:1-10:44), and from the Hezekiah
account (2 Chronicles 32). These samples, each embodying a different style deriving
from a different source,’? are to provide the basic characterization, while additional
samples have been taken from the Scroll of Esther.

52. In view of the studies by Sara Japhet and others, the probability that the Chronicler composed the
Zerubbabel chronicle is too low to be taken into account. A survey of recent literature is offered by
S. Japhet, I-II Chronicles, OTL (London, 1993), 3—-7; 41-43; idem, “The Relationship between Chronicles
and Ezra-Nehemiah,” in J. A. Emerton, ed., VT Supp. 43 (Leiden, 1991), 298-313. The unity of Chronicles
and Ezra-Nehemiah has been defended unconvincingly by K.-E Pohlmann, “Zur Frage von Korres-
pondenzen zwischen den Chronikbiichern und dem Ezra/Nehemia-Buch,” ibid., 314-30. A skeptical, but
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Ezra 4:1-5 (vv. 1-3)

v. 1 (°3) 121 TN 2% WHY 2 arg - 1+
SR on9R MY 920 oA v A 3 arg emb 2+
v. 2 AR WK YR 2277 DR W 1 arg - 1+
a2 1ImR” 1 pron - -
0ony 1312] 1 pron - -
02 m9RY w11 090 % 2 arg - -
MWR 777 TITIOR 7 0T WK I 3 arg - 2
7D NNX 79YHN 2 pron emb -
v.3 SXIWSY NIARA WK WYY YW 93277 0% WM 2 arg - 3
(M12%) 191 03% &Y 2 arg -
WAYRY N7 nIak 2 arg emb -
(WRI) DR 1R MY 7323 T MR D 4 arg - 1+
07D 771 W3 7o WX TWRD 2 arg emb 2
Unit Ezra 4:1-5 % clauses 18 %
0 arg - - 2 arg 6 33.33
1 arg 3 16.67 3arg 1 5.56
pron - - 4-5 arg 2 11.11
0-1 arg 3 16.67 2-5 arg 9 0.50
emb 6 33.33 expand 18 100.00
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
49 18 0.731 9 9 0.50

In this sample the class of embedded clauses is one of the most important catego-
ries. Extended noun strings are found in almost every clause. The stylistic profile
of the Ezra Memoirs is quite similar.

Ezra 9:1-5; 10:1 (9:2-4; 10:1)

v.2 01291 02 OPNIAN IRWI 73 2 arg - 1
NIZINT MY WP YT 129N 2 arg - 2
TIMVRT 7T HYHA NI D730 0N TN 2 arg - 2+
v. 3 777 9277 DR YW 1 arg emb 1
279131 7733 DR PNV CYnw) 2 arg - 1
2IPTI YWRT W TOIMRY 1 arg - 1+
(@MW) 7AwR) 1 arg - -
onmwn - emb -
v. 4 1991 Sy Sy (39m) 93 190K IR 3 arg - 1
YRIW? 9R 1372 TN 1 arg emb 1+
29Y7 DRIy Ty (@PIWR) 2w IR 3 arg - 1
onmwn - emb -
10:1 XY H95nm 1 arg emb -
(792) INTININ 1 arg emb -
102 - cem -
0°nYx7 N°3 *10% YoInm 1 arg cem 1
TIRM 27 DR YRW PYR %3P (Y9DNnoY) 4 arg - 2+
0”19 DWW DWIR
1792 17277 oy 102 %D 2 arg - 1

inconclusive reappraisal of the linguistic analysis has been offered by D. Talshir, “A Reinvestigation of
the Linguistic Relationship Between Chronicles and Ezra-Nehemiah,” VT 38 (1988), 165-93. But such
a striking phenomenon as the use of three infinitives in succession is found in the scroll of Esther
(Esth. 3:13, 7:4, 8:11) and in Chronicles (2 Chr. 5:13, 31:2), but not in the Book of Ezra, not even in
descriptions that are similar to Chronicles (Ezra 3:12 as against 2 Chr. 5:13); but note Neh. 8:12.
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Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
63
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Ezra 9 % clauses
- - 2 arg
2 7.69 3 arg
- - 4-5 arg
2 7.69 2-5 arg
11 42.31 expand

Verb NV ratio Finite
25 0.720 16

2 Chr. 32:1-6, 9, 16-23 (vv. 3-5, 18-21)

v. 3

v. 4

19

=

Unit

0 arg

1 arg
pron
0-1 arg
emb
Noun
144

(@IND?) 723 YW QY pYIM

PYY yINm TWR MIPYT 7% DR 0IN0Y

M

27 0V 133N

(MRY) (LW 2MIn NRI MPYHT 95 DX 1Nom
PIRA JIN2 quIWwn

MRY

MR 7391 X1 77

0’27 0" W3

pIN7

71957 AN 9 DX 1N

n7Tann oy Yym

NINR NN 3N

TV Y K9P DR PIM

o1 217 mYw Wy

YW1 OV Yy N7 913 2R RPN

@x7"%) 7T Yy WK

ox?

(Jym%) @man

PYI DR 11277 TYNY

DX 77 WD YIRT MBY AR 2¥3 YWY YR YR 1937
NRT YV X207 PIOR 12 WPYWN 7200 PRI 29807
oW PYT

IROD I nwn

TR T2R MR WY T PN 133 2 I
%X 07D Nwa3 2wN

PAYR N2 R

2712 37957 W YN SRR

2 Chronicles 32 % clauses
3 5.45 2 arg
13 23.64 3 arg
- - 4-5 arg
16 29.09 2-5 arg
14 25.45 expand
Verb NV ratio Finite
48 0.750 38

26
10
1
2
13
27
Nominal

9

2 arg
1 arg

1 arg
2 arg
1 arg

2 arg
1 arg

1 arg
1 arg
2 arg
2 arg
1 arg
4 arg

1 arg
1 arg
2 arg
2 arg
1 arg
2 arg
2 arg
2 arg
1 arg
3 arg
55
18
3
4
25
49
Nominal
10

%
38.46
3.85
7.69
0.50
103.85
NF ratio
0.360

o

: : : 5
o

— e e 1 e e = N e

'
W =

emb -
emb -
cem -

'
—_—— W

%
32.72
5.45
7.27
4545
89.09
NF ratio
0.208

For a sample from the Josiah account (2 Chr. 34:3-8) the results are similar:

Unit
0 arg
1 arg

2 Chronicles 34 % clauses
1 4.55 2 arg
6 27.27 3 arg

22

%
31.82
4.55
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pron - - 4-5 arg - -
0-1 arg 7 31.82 2-5 arg 8 36.36
emb 7 31.82 expand 27 122.73
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
61 22 0.735 14 8 0.364

Thus we conclude that postexilic narrative prose is typically characterized not
only by a high NV ratio (0.70 or higher) and a high NF ratio (mostly above 0.30,
although a rate of 0.20 may also occur, e.g., in 2 Chronicles 32), but also by a strong
tendency to use expanded noun strings (around 100% relative to the total number of
clauses),” and embedded clauses (in most cases above 30% of all clauses, and, at
least equalling the number of short clauses [0—1 argument]).’* Even though the
narrators do not refrain from using clauses consisting of a single predicate, there is
a clear preference for complex clauses containing at least two additional constitu-
ents (more than 50% of all clauses). In the samples analyzed above these tendencies
are found all together, even though in some pericopes they are more outstanding
than in others.

In the Esther tale the results are slightly different, even though the NV ratio is
as high as it is in the other samples from this period (0.707, with a slightly lower NF
ratio, 0.205).

Esth. 8:1-11,14-17 (vv. 8-9, 14-16)

v. 7 I 7721 79917 INORY WNWNAR 70T MRN 2 arg - 3
INDR? NN 157 N7 M 2 arg - 1
(WK YY) Yy Yy 170 10X 3 arg - -
oA 1 NP WX Y 2 arg emb -

v. 8 Tomi owa 0>°1°Y3a 205 DTN PV 13N ONXY 4 arg - 2
Tomn Nyav3a M 1 arg - 1
WA PR (WK) 2N> % 1 arg - -
791 owa 2n51 WK 2 arg emb 1

v. 14 D97aM IR DINWART W7 2207 D7 3 arg - 4
T9m7n 1372 OB
77°37 W3 7In) NI 2 arg - 1

v. 15 nYsn N9 wiaba 7omn dvn KX 7T 3 arg - 5+
TAXIRT P13 TI501 A1 27T NIOYY M (93X
79n% W PYM 1 arg - 1
fpigtalal -

v. 16 P71 TN AW TR AR0T DY 1 arg - 2

Unit Esth. 8 % clauses 66 %

0 arg 3 4.55 2 arg 11 16.67

1 arg 22 33.33 3 arg 5 7.58

pron - - 4-5 arg 2 3.03

0-1 arg 25 37.88 2-5 arg 18 27.27

emb 23 34.85 expand 69 104.55

Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio

191 67 0.740 48 19 0.284

53. In Nehemiah 12 the rate for expanded noun strings amounts to 145%, while in chap. 8 the rate is 87%.
54. Embedded clauses cover 28% of all clauses in Nehemiah 8, but in chap. 12 they are extremely rare
(2 out of 22).
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The picture arising from these data generally fits the profile of postexilic prose as found
in the samples from 2 Chronicles and Ezra. The data for embedding (34%) and ex-
panded noun strings (104%) are similar to those found in the previous samples. Even
though short clauses (0—1 argument) are slightly more frequent, (37% of all clauses),
the character of this tale is unmistakable. 35% of the embedded clauses contain two or
three additional constituents apart from the predicate (8 cases out of 23); these clauses
form more than 40% of all examples of clauses with two or three arguments).

Other chapters in the Esther tale are characterized by a similar constellation,
even though expanded noun strings and embedded clauses may be less frequent than
in Esther 8. For instance, in the sample from Esther 7 (vv. 2—10) the percentages for
embedding and expanded noun strings are on the low side (21.74% and 52.17%, re-
spectively).®> But an analysis of the embedded clause indicates the distinction: the
column of clauses with three additional arguments contains six independent as against
four embedded clauses (40% subordinate). Out of ten embedded clauses no less than
40% contain three additional constituents. The level of complication of the embedded
clauses stands out in such sequence as |2 MWYY 12% XM WX XI7 77 ORI 77 R OD
(7:5), in which the infinitive clause 2 NWwYY is embedded in the relative clause
2% IXY1 TWX. These features indicate a strong tendency toward complicated subor-
dination, which is expressed indirectly by the NV and the NF ratio.>

7. The Oral and the Written Style: Scribe and Story-teller

What is the background of these differences? Are we dealing with free variation,
or should we look for social and historical conditions which could have occasioned
such distinctions? The latter alternative is certainly suggested by chronological con-
siderations, since the postexilic narratives and the narratives attributed to the Tran-
sitional period are later. Narratives in the classical style can be attributed to a variety
of different periods. The David tales, for instance, may be placed in the Exilic pe-
riod, but when only the subject matter is taken into account, a far earlier date is pos-
sible as well, or, at least, cannot be rejected a priori. For the Jeremiah Vita, or the
account of Josiah’s cultic reform, no such attribution is feasible. From a logical
point of view, then, these narratives do not belong to the same category as the
David stories, the tales of Elijah and Elisha, or, indeed, any other narrative in the
classical style.

Furthermore, comparison of the stylistic features characteristic of the Persian era
with those for the Late Pre-exilic/Exilic period shows that postexilic narrative con-
tains more subordinated clauses, more clauses including three, four, or more argu-
ments, and more expanded noun strings. That is to say, comparison between postexilic
prose and narrative from the Late Pre-exilic/Exilic period points to an increase in

55. However, in Esther 7 the NV ratio (0.707) and NF ratio (0.205) match the data for chap. 8.

56. An obvious example, developed even more than in Haman’s orders (3:13) presents itself in Mor-
decai’s proclamation in name of the king (8:11-12). The NJPS returns the proclamation to direct speech:
“to this effect: The king has permitted the Jews of every city to assemble and fight for their lives.”
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those elements in which the contrasts between the periods in general are most strik-
ing. This finding certainly suggests diachronic development. Moreover, those stylis-
tic categories that are less frequent in exilic prose than in postexilic narrative, are
even rarer in classical narrative. Hence the assumption of diachronic development
may also be valid for the relation between classical prose and narrative from the Late
Pre-Exilic/exilic period. In view of these considerations, any explanation of the sty-
listic differences among the various classes on the basis of free variation would be too
arbitrary.

From a linguistic point of view, the specific features by which the three main
classes differ from one another, are connected to the characterization of written lan-
guage as against oral discourse. The differences between these two types of language
pertain, according to studies by W. L. Chafe and others, to a variety of phenomena,
such as syndetic noun pairs and long noun strings; nominalization (use of nouns
instead of verbs); increased use of attributes, present participles, and participle
clauses; prepositional phrases; object clauses (either as that-clause or in the form of an
infinitive); and indirect discourse.’’ The preference for complex syntactic structure and
formality is also indicated by other investigations.’® These characteristics belong to the
same categories as do the specific differences which set the language of the Late Pre-
exilic/Exilic period and the Persian era apart from the style of the classical language.

In our study the use of syndetic noun pairs and long noun strings is represented
by the category of expanded noun strings, a category which also includes the in-
creased use of attributes. The increased use of participles, object clauses, and indirect
discourse all pertain to hypotaxis and embedding, while the high frequency of prep-
ositional phrases leads to an increase in the number of explicit arguments. Hence the
characteristics of narrative prose from the Late Pre-exilic/Exilic period and the
Persian era belong to the specific features of written language. In contrast, the paratac-
tic usage of short clauses, which was found to be characteristic of classical narrative,
is connected to the basic features of spoken language, in which idea units are not
integrated into well-structured wholes.’® One of the characteristics found is the in-
creased use of personal pronouns for reference.®’ Parallelism and rhythmic language
are typical as well.®! Hence the characteristic style of classical biblical narrative is

57. Chafe, “Linguistic Differences” (see n. 9 above); idem, “Integration and Involvement in Speak-
ing, Writing and Oral Literature,” in Deborah Tannen, ed., Spoken and Written Language: Exploring
Orality and Literacy (Norwood, NJ, 1982), 35-53.

58. Perera, Children’s Writing and Reading, 127-66, 182-202, 223-71; Goody, Interface between the
Written and the Oral, 263—64. Formality is highlighted by M. Stubbs, “Written Language and Society:
Some Particular Cases and General Observations,” in M. Nystrand, ed., What Writers Know: The Lan-
guage, Structure and Use of Written Discourse (New York, 1982), 31-55.

59. Chafe, “Linguistic Differences,” 111-13; “Integration and Involvement,” 42, 52-53; the frequent
use of compound sentences in the writing of children is discussed by Perera, Children’s Writing and Reading,
230-31, 241-47; see also 127-33.

60. Perera, Children’s Writing and Reading, 104-8, 152-53. Goody, Interface between the Written
and the Oral, 262, referring to R. C. Gruner et al., “A Quantitative Analysis of Selected Characteristics
of Oral and Written Vocabularies,” Journal of Communication 17 (1967), 152-58.

61. D. Tannen, “Relative Focus on Involvement in Oral and Written Discourse,” in Olson, Torrance,
and Hildyard, ed., Literacy, 124—-47, esp. 138-39.
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close to the spoken language, and, by implication, to oral literature.®? In view of the
popular nature of such narratives as the Samson tale and the Elisha narratives, in
many respects the most eloquent representatives of the, crisp, rhythmic, verbal style
of the classical stratum, this inference is highly plausible. The high extent of struc-
turing of classical biblical narrative, also supports this conclusion.®?

We conclude, then, that classical narrative in the main adheres to the norms of
oral narrative. This thesis is not intended to mean that this corpus itself was oral, only
that these narratives were written in the style of oral literature by narrators for whom
the norms of literary design were those of oral narrative. Among those norms mention
must be made of the frequent use of fixed formulae, as found also in Ugaritic,
Akkadian, and Hittite epic poetry.®* A. B. Lord points to oral poets who also compose
written texts.®> Thus it appears that the gradual increase in the degree of syntactic
complication indicates the transition from oral norms to written norms. This transi-
tion is gradual, as syntactic complication increases from the last stages of classical
narrative, found in the tales of Samuel, Saul and David,®® through the Joseph tales
and the intricate classical style, to the written style of the Late Pre-exilic/Exilic
period, and to the characteristic style of the Persian era. With the increased role of the
scribe in his urban environment,®’ the oral story-teller presumably turns into a
representative of the illiterate subculture. As scribal language becomes prestige lan-
guage, the scribe gradually turns into the primary exponent of literary culture.%® By
the same token, scribal norms start dictating the literary standard. Our model for a lit-
erary person in the time of Josiah is Shaphan the scribe.

It would seem that in the Persian era the awareness of the oral style had almost
disappeared.® In this period ordinary scribes would write Aramaic. Writing Hebrew

62. For some subcorpora of ancient Greek literature similar conclusions impose themselves, as shown
by S. Lilja, On the Style of Earliest Greek Prose, Commentationes Humanarum Litterarum, Societas Sci-
entiarum Fennica 41 (Helsinki, 1968). S. Trenkner shows that the paratactic “Kai style” is characteristic of
sections representing oral discourse, e.g., the litigant’s speech in legal proceedings, or comic dialogue, and
of literature that is close to the folktale: Le style kai dans le récit attique oral (Assen, 1960).

63. For structuring as a criterion, see Niditch, Oral World, 8-38.

64. The use of such formulae is mentioned but not described by Niditch, ibid., 14-18. For preliminary
discussions of these matters see the present author’s “Epic Formulas in Biblical Narrative: Frequency and
Distribution,” in Les actes du second colloque international Bible et Informatique: methodes, outils,
resultats (Jerusalem 9—13 Juin 1988) (Geneva, 1989), 435-88; “Epic Formulas in Biblical Narrative and
the Fountainheads of Ancient Hebrew Narrative,” Te’'uda 7 (Tel Aviv, 1992), 9-53 [Heb. with Eng. sum-
mary]; “On Prose and Poetry” (n. 10 above), 61-97, esp. 91-97.

65. A. B. Lord, Epic Singers and Oral Tradition (Ithaca, 1991), 25-27.

66. Analysis of 2 Samuel 18 (see above, p. 86) indicates that the narrator is a master of complex nar-
rative as well as of the simple structures of oral stories.

67. See, e.g., A. R. Millard, “An Assessment of the Evidence for Writing in Ancient Israel,” in J. Abiram
et al., eds., Biblical Archeology Today (Jerusalem, 1985), 301-12; on literacy among “the upper echelons
of society” in Israel and Judea, see I. M. Young, “Israelite Literacy; Interpreting the Evidence”, VT 48
(1998), 239-53, 408-22, esp. 419-20; on the symbiosis of oral and scribal culture in Athens see R. Thomas,
Oral Tradition and Written Record in Classical Athens (Cambridge, 1989), 1-94.

68. The influence of such changes on language usage in a non-Western society has been studied by
D. Biber and M. Hared, “Linguistic Correlates of the Transition to Literacy in Somali: Language Adap-
tation in Six Press Registers,” in D. Biber and E. Finegan, eds., Sociolinguistic Perspectives on Register
(New York and Oxford, 1994), 182-216.

69. Polak (“Prose and Poetry in Job,” 82—84) points to the long noun strings in the Aramaic Ahiqar tale.
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had become a prerogative of the most learned scribes, such as, e.g., Ben Sira or the
anonymous author of Qoheleth. Narrative literature of this period is also character-
ized by complex plot structure: the Esther scroll has two protagonists, Esther and
Mordechai.”

This thesis is supported by the epigraphic remains from the seventh century
B.C.E., that constitute the main representatives of ancient written Hebrew.”! These
documents, as far as they are preserved, all use the complicated scribal language
that was found to be characteristic of the Transitional period.”> The Siloam inscrip-
tion contains some intricate clauses:

;IR A9RY DNRMA 713727 PR R¥MA 0 000 199N
J]7° 9%2 777 N7 D
712 99 113 w1 np% WR 02%Nn 197 72pIR 0
And the water streamed from the source to the pond in 1200 cubits,
for there was an upsurge in the rock to the right (the south?);
now, on the day of the breakthrough the stone masons struck one to another, axe on axe.

The last clause contains one predicate with five arguments. In simple letters we also
encounter complicated syntactic structures, e.g.,”>

713 X2 INIYR 13 71710 KA W TP
The commander of the host, Koniahu son of Elnathan has come down in order to go to Egypt
(Lachish 3:14-16; a long noun string referring to an official).
1AW 1 Qwn NP1 IPWR 12 2w°YR A% X2 D[]
[And] now, go to the house of Eliashib son of Josiahu and take from there 1 oil (Arad 17:41;
the sentence seems simple, as it is broken up into two clauses, but the second clause contains
two arguments, while the first one includes a long noun string).
QAN THX RWH OY Yaw X2 Yy 1R T3
And Hananiah has ordered you to Beersheba with a burden of a span of donkeys (Arad 3:2—
5; three arguments and one long noun string).
X3P 12 339 T[°3] [3]3) N DNR AN
So you must send them to Ramoth Nege[b] [under the respons]ibility of Malkiahu son of
Qarabor (Arad 24:13—-14; three arguments).
927 YA DX AP 19 231 D72 9 12 YUOR T Oy o7°pPam
So you must place them under the orders of Elisha son of Jeremiah in Ramoth Negeb, lest
something happen to the town (Arad 24:14—17; three arguments, one expanded noun string,
one subordinated clause).

These findings indicate that the style of the Transitional period is not only exilic.
It is the style of the Judean officials, and many of the biblical narratives in this style
obviously represent the scribal culture of this milieu, e.g., the narrative of Joash’s

70. Cf., e.g., E. Bickerman, Four Strange Books of the Bible, 171-72. It is quite possible, however, that
the Nehemiah memoirs preserve the tone of oral narrative. One indication favoring this possibility is the
increased use of the active participle as predicate, as it were a present tense, as discussed in note 23 above.

71. On external controls for the analysis of Biblical Hebrew see Hurvitz, “The Historical Quest” (n. 16
above), 307-10.

72. On the distinction between narrative language and the “official language” of ancient Israel, see
I. M. Young, Diversity in Pre-exilic Hebrew (Ttibingen, 1993), 104-9, 168.

73. Quoted according to Sh. Ahituv, Handbook of Ancient Hebrew Inscriptions from the Period of the
First Commonwealth and the Beginning of the Second Commonwealth (Jerusalem, 1992) [in Heb.]; trans-
lations according to ANET? with small modifications.
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enthronement by the priests, and the discovery of Deuteronomy during the recon-
struction of the Temple (2 Kings 11; 22). Such a scribe as Baruch learned his trade
under the late monarchy, but continued to write under the Babylonians, during the
exile. The same statement seems to hold for Ezekiel: thirty years old in 592, he
must have been quite literate when he went into exile under Jehoiachin.

As an illustration of the scribal style in the Persian era we point to the compli-
cated sentences opening the contracts from Elephantine, e.g.,”*

93 7PV IR KDY WOWNNIR 31 MW A9R MY 25 01 17,1 WwnY 253

XY ANNIR NP0 717 XN 23 RAPR W T N AT

22°nw N2 YA 11 D127 °T XN °T 7307 XN27 *70 195 "5 Na MR

XN9°2 2° °7 1°D03 NWITA] 11

On the 25th of Tishré, that is the 25th of the month of Epiphi, year 31 of Artaxerxes the King,

said Ananiah, son of Azariah, priest of Yahu the God in Yeb the fortress, to woman Tamut,

his wife, saying:

“I give you the half of the large hall and its room, of the house which I have bought from Ubil

the daughter of Satibara and from Bagazushta, Caspians in Yeb the fortress.”

This pericope, which consists of 46 words (including three numbers), contains four
clauses, of which two are in hypotaxis (indicated by italics), and a series of ex-
panded noun strings. Admittedly, the legal language of the contract is in no way
comparable with the narrative style, but in the present case the comparison is help-
ful, because it highlights the social and linguistic distinction between the storyteller
who is close to oral narrative, and the scribe in his chancellery.

The style of the Moabite stone is in many respects close to the intricate classi-

cal style, as indicated by the following summation:’>

Unit Mesha % clauses 74 %

0 arg 6 8.11 2 arg 33 44.59
1 arg 24 32.43 3 arg 7 9.46
pron - - 4-5 arg 2 2.70
0-1 arg 30 40.54 2—-4 arg 42 56.76
emb 2 2.70 expand 40 54.05
Noun Verb NV ratio Finite Nominal NF ratio
154 69 0.691 65 4 0.058

This inscription contains many clauses that include more than one argument,
e.g., YAR X NIon 7R Dw 1!0'7'(0 axn by 15D 2R (“my father reigned thirty years
over Moab, and I reigned after my father,” lines 2-3), 7n7p2 WHIY NXT NHAN WIRY

74. E. G. Kraeling, The Brooklyn Museum Aramaic Papyri (New Haven, 1955), 168—69 (4:1-4); for
the understanding of XN29 N as the “salle commune sise au rez-de-chaussée,” see P. Grelot, Documents
Araméens d’Egypte (Paris, 1972), 221, n. a; J. Hoftijzer and K. Jongeling, Dictionary of the North-West
Semitic Inscriptions (Leiden, 1995), 2.1230. Similar openings are found in Kraeling, 5, 8—12; CAP 5-8,
10, 13-14, 20, 25, 28.

75. The value of the Mesha inscription for understanding the style of classical Hebrew has been under-
scored by S. R. Driver, Notes on . . . Samuel, 2nd ed. (Oxford, 1913), xciii—xciv, Ixxxviii; E. L. Greenstein,
“The Formation of the Biblical Narrative Corpus,” AJS Review 15 (1990), 151-78, esp. 162. A philological
study of this text is offered by K. P. Jackson, “The Language of the Mesha inscription,” in A. Dearman, ed.,
Studies in the Mesha Inscription and Moab (Atlanta, 1989), 96—121; for a syntactic analysis see E 1. Ander-
sen, “Moabite Syntax,” Or. 35 (1966), 81-120; Eshkult, Verbal Aspect and Narrative Technique, 45-50.
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(““and I built this bamah to Chemosh in Qrhh,” line 3). Long noun strings are also
found, e.g., NW T¥2IX 1732 " "¥N1 72 (““his days and half the days of his son,” line
8), NI WR DRI 17 WK DR (“the people of Sharon and the people of Mhrt,” lines
13—14). On the other hand, one notes a number of short clauses that seem entirely
characteristic of the classical style, e.g., TTIRY P2 onnoxy (“and I fought against
the town and I captured it,” 1. 11); NI WD TInwYY (“For I had devoted it to
Ashtar-Chemosh,” 1. 17). The text contains only two subordinated clauses, 172 2W™
2 NNYa (“And he held it under his occupation while he waged war against me,”
1. 19); 12”7 5y nNooY [IAKY (““and I conquered it in order to annex it to Dibon,” lines
20-21), both infinitive clauses. The large number of clauses containing two argu-
ments is probably slightly misleading, since many of these clauses include the re-
dundant subject IR, e.g., 73IR2 nbon hwy IR WY ON12 IR (it was I who built
Aroer and it was I who made the highway in the Arnon region,” 1. 26). In biblical
style in general such emphasis on the speaking person is unparalleled, but in royal
inscriptions it is conventional. The norms of the classical style are better represented
by one of the preceding sentences, 037 WY QYR Y39 MK AP PR 27992 X 0
70°22 92 WX (“Now, there was no cistern inside the city in Qrhh, so I said to all
the people: make yourselves each a cistern in house, ” lines 24-25). The use of the
introductory circumstantial, nominal clause and the use of direct speech match the
classical style of biblical narrative completely.

Thus the style of the Mesha inscription indicates the transition from oral narra-
tive to written language: the norms are those of oral literature, but the competence is
scribal. Therefore the inscription is an excellent representative of the intricate classi-
cal style. Classical biblical narrative for the most precedes this period. Stylistic anal-
ysis does not enable us to assign precise dates to such narratives as the Abraham
cycle, the Jacob tales, and the narratives of the establishment of the monarchy. It does,
however, plausibly show that most of these tales antedate the Mesha inscription, or,
alternatively, that the stylistic norms they represent are older than this stele. Classical
biblical narrative was transmitted by the redactors of the seventh and sixth centuries,
but it was formulated much earlier.



