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Introduction

The analysıs of CONSTIruct phrases (or gen1ılıve constructions””) Bıblical Hebrew
BH) forms ımportant of understandıng text Therefore almost all
gTammMars ection “the nds of genitives” be found However the
tradıtional explanatıon ofgenilLV: 15 quıte problematıc (cf Kroeze 991 29-143)

Ihe CXDTCSSION emIVeE (Just 1ke and aCcCcusaliVve) CcCannot be used for
These the ammes sed for certaın of Cası endings and these do NOT

OCCUT
These CXPICSSIONS and others lıke construct ICLCNS and
rectum not sed consistently thıs artıcle construct phrase will be sed for
the miıkuüt construct sLalte for the nismak and pOStconNsTUCt. for the somek
The Samne Namnec 15 sed for dıfferent categorıes of “genitives
Dıfferent ammnes used for the SAamnec Category
Dıiıfferent cCategories dıstinguished DYy dıfferent wrıters
The InNnal classıfıcations VE dıvergent.

u e levels ofmorphology, SyN and semantıcs confused
The distinetion between these lınguistic levels probably offers the best approac
solution the problem of the CcConstruct phrase One poss1bıilıty ould be usec

morphologıcal appDroaC. hıch the formal characteristics be dealt wıth
Wıth SYDLACÄIC approaC. the underlyıng relatıons Construct phrases be
analysed by INCcAanls of syntactıc back-transformatıons Thıs 15 of the
idea of sub)ectıve and OD]ectiıve {tO include copula-predicate
gen1ılL ves and  “adjunctive genitives” (cf Kroeze 1993 68 88)

SEeEMAaNiIc pomt ofVIC  S

Thıs artıcle offers solution from another po1nt of VICW namely that of SCMMANLICS
Analysıng the semantıc relatıons Construct phrases 15 probably better method
understand these phrases .00. into the Suppose: underlyıng syntactıc
relations. The explanatıon for the varıety of relatiıons CONstruct phrases must
rather be sought ı the 1e of semantıcs what ı]15 known the deep structure £
1 Thıs artıcle based the author -thes1s for 1C the financıal assıstance of the
en! for SCIlence Development acknowledged Opınions expressed thıs publıcatiıon and
conclusions arrıved at OSse of the author and AaIc noTt necessarıly be ute: the en!
for Sci]ence Development

ee| Callow 251-2065) and Levı 16-21 37) for examples of semantıc
analyses of genıtıve COons'  C{I10NS TE and ONSITUCT phrases ern Hebrew
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The surface structure of all COoNnstruct phrases 15 essentially identical namely that of
head plus adjectival modiıfier

Choosing theoretical {iramework

The theory of Functional (rammar FG) developed by Dık (1989) 15 used
theoretical paradıgm for the analysıs of the emantıc relatıons CONSTtruct phrases of
1DI1Ca. Hebrew Functional (Grammar 15 independent and complete theory
concerned wıth hıch provıdes adequate basıs for the analysıs of
CONsStruct phrases theory emantıc functions dıstınguished and defined

terms of linguistic am ese emantıc functions sımılar 18 categorıes
distinguished tradıtional Syn C include phrase and sentence
semantıcs) Thıs makes the theory quı adap  e and ea for the analysıs of the
emantıc relatiıons cConstruct phrases For these emantıc functions Ug UuUC terms

used that they be confused wıth morphological Casecs syntactıc
functions
er theory of Functional (Grammar that COU. have been used, 15 that of
Hallıday (1985): but theory chosen for the ollowing 1CAaSOoNsS
—_ When dealıng wiıth semantiıc functions the terminology ı theory ı15 closer

the distinections made 1ı Jassıcal anguages Many of Hallıday" >  S terms 1ıke
Senser Phenomenon ( arrıer en  ea, Behaver Sayer, Receıver (of
Verbiage) erbiage argel, Clhient, Attrıbutor Kange and Extent are not used
tradıtional STAaIMIMNAr and therefore explanatıon 101 144) Dıik>?
theory 1T maiınly the dıstinction between the 1ve dıifferent emantıc functions
hıch be occupled by the first hıch 15 NC  S 118 the tradıtional
STALINUNAT1LAN

IN sımple homogeneous and INOTC verıtable am  T: (controlled and
dynamıc) dıfferentiate between the Lypes ofpredications aCUOoNS pDOS1IUONS
PTOCCSSCS and states) Hallıday dıstinction between materal PTOCCSSCS
behavıoural PTOCCSSCS and verbal PTOCCSSCS 15 4S 15 the dıstincetion between
relatıonal and ex1ıstential PTIOCCSSCS
Hallıday system of partıcıpants and CIrCumMstanCceEes 15 INOTEC complex than
system of emantıc functions There dIC subroles and all the artıcıpanits of the
dıfferent PDIOCCSSCS er hıle only the fırst argument of predications 15
dıfferentiated by
Hallıday uUusecs Man crıterıa ase' Englısh 18 dıfferentiate between the
PTOCCSSCS and artıcıpants but Dık works INOTEC generally lıngulstic WdY by

emantıc crıteria
Hallıday discusses tWwoOo complete optional systems that of transılıvıty and
»1C 1s5 confusing
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Semantıc relatıons ‚Onstruct phrases of 1DI1Ca. Hebrew functional approac

Relevant of Functional

Usıng the am dynamıc and controlled Dık 1989 99) dıfferentiates
between the following states of affaırs (or predications)
ction [ + controlled| | - dynamıc| C.g IThe man runs
Posıtion [ + controlled| E dynamıc|] The SITS the chaır
Process controlled| | —+ dynamıc| C.g e tap runs
State K controlled] E dynamıc| The 15 old/The dress SITS ell

her
predicatiıon 15 the combinatıon of the predicate and the terms assoc1ated wıth it

The dıfference regardıng subject for nNstance change the kınd ofpredicatıon
cf The and The above predicate ıtself Cannot be
actıon posıtıon eic Therefore the ollowing terms will be used eIi0W

Actıonpredicate for the predıcate actıon predicatıon
Posıtıonpredicate for the predicate posıtıon predicatıon
Processpredicate for the predicate PTOCCSS predicatıon
State predicate for the predicate 1 predicatıion.
predicate need nNot be expressed by verb — ıt also be nomınalısed verb.

er‘'! and nomiınalısed ver‘' predicates do nOT ave semantıc functions. The terms
predicatiıon be eıtherSE OT satellıtes. gumen! the compulsory

terms and satellıtes optional terms guments and satellıtes ave eren'
semantıc functions Some semantıc functions be Occupled eıther by arguments

satellıtes For the analysıs of the emantıc relatıons construct phrases It 15 not
ımportani know whether the elements arguments satellıtes, but only what
the semantıc function 1 Any surface realısatıon 115 estroye: by the CONstruct phrase
alıy WaY.$ Therefore the dıfferentiation between arguments and satellıtes ll not be
1iscussed ı detaıl Semantıc functions Spec1fy the *roles” hıch the referents of the
terms involved play the predicatıon (Dık 9089 24)
The followıng emantıc nctions hıch be occupıed by arguments and
satellıtes, distinguıished (cE Dık 1989, LO 1 105, 195198, 206-208):
genThe entity control of actlon.
Posıiıtoner: The entity controlling posıtıon
OIce The non-controllıng 1Cy hıch instıgates PIOCCSS

The finer distinctions between accompliıshments actıvyıtıes changes and dynamısms ell
CADCIT1ENCECS not elevant for the distinctions of semantıc functions Owever
unger 120-121) distinguishes the separate semantıc ctions of CADCITICHCCT and
phenomenon

Functional STaMMar Can be regarded kınd of valency STamMMar (cf. 05 110
989 08 110 unger 1987 148 151 OwerYy 1985 311 314)

@3 Mackenzıe 37238 50) and Vet 136 137)
the dıstinction between compulsory and optiona. syntagms the syntaxX (Rıchter 980

18)
1Iso 302 309 314) and Buth 38 43) for discussion of the non-rig1d

relationship between morphological Cası syntactıc and semantıc ctions
Genitives mask the semantıc ctions of the arguments involved (Mackenzie 983 41)
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Processed: Ihe entity undergoing PTOCCSS.
Zero: The entity hich 15 primarıly involved in state.
(r0al. The entity {tected OT ffected by the conduct of a  e posıtioner, force

processed.9
Recıipient: The entity tO whom somethıng 15 transferred poSsess10n.
Locatiıon: The place where something 15 ocated where predication takes place
DirecHhon: The entity towards hıch something OT 15 moved.
SOUICE. The entity firom hıch something 15 moved.
Reference: The second third term of relatıon wıth reference tOo hıich the

relatıon
InterestedwThe PCTrSON institution the advantage/disadvantage of whom

10the predicatıon 1S ffected. calls thıs semantiıc function “Benefic1ary
(Requires E control] predication.)

Company. The entity ogether wıth whom the predicatiıon 15 ffected
Instrument The tool wıth hıch actıon 15 executed wıth WN1IC position 15

maıntaıned. equires B control| predıication.
Manner: The WadY OT INanneTr hıch actıon 1s executed, position 15 maıntaıned

OT PTOCCSS takes place (Requires [ control| and/or | —+ dynamıc |
predication.)

DEE 1Cates the quantı of act1on/process hıch 1S through DCI time unıt.
equires [F ynamıc predication.)

Quality. The role/function/authority/capacıty by virtue of hıch actıon 1S
executed posıtion 15 maımntaıned. (Requires | + control| predication.)

Path Indicates the orlentation route of MOvemen!
Tıme The time at/from/unti hıch predicatıon takes place.
Duratıon. The per10 of time in hıich predication takes place (CE. Dık 1978, 26)
FTrequenCY: The number of tiımes that predicatıon 15 repeated certaın per10 (EE

1978, 26)
(iırcumstance: second predication takıng place ql the SaImnlec time the maın

predication.
Result second predicatıon hıch 15 brought about the result/consequence of

the maın predicatıon.
UrDOSE. second predicatiıon the future, hıch the controller delıberately wıshes

bring about by I1Calls of the maın predication. The the
motivatıon for the maın predicatıon.

€A45S0N. motivatıon for the of controlled predication terms of
causal ground ascrıbed the controller.

C ause: motivatiıon hıch 15 nNOot ascrıbed to alıYy of the partıcıpants of the
predicatıon, but hıich 1S g1ven by the speaker explanatıon for the

predicatıon.

processed affect/effect g0al, C WOTNan ore child” (cf. 1989,
finally kicked the bucke! 1ıdıomatic, L1L€e. dıed”)

‚yons 395) ..  one needs neutral term'  297
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Semantiıc relations ‚Onstruct phrases of 1DI1Ca Hebrew functiona approac

The semantıc functions of satellıtes hıch indıcate the attıtude of the speaker
hıch transforms the proposıtion 1INnTtOo lınguistic act ll nNOot be found Construct
phrases (cf 989 247 262)
ON-Ver' predicates be expressed Dy NOUNS adjectives dverbs and
prepositional phrases non-verbal predicates the copulatıve verb 15 optional and
only sed CXAPDICSS tense, and mo0od (cf. ‚yons 1967, 390) Buth Bl
39) calls the semantıc relatıons expressed Y non-verbal predicates semantıc
functions as ell These semantıc functions
Possessor. non-verbal predicate hıch indıcates the DOSSCSSOT of the ubject term,

expressed ı H-clause by the preposition le12
Identification. nomiınal predıicate hıch iıdentifies the referent of the subject term

wıth 1fs OWN referent clause both the subject and predicate
determınate.

Property Assıgnment: adjectival predicate hıch qualifies the referent of the
sub)ect term

Class-membership: The entity hıch the sub] ect term refers, belongs class of
referents indicated by the predicate term. clause the subject 115 determinate,
the predicate indetermiınate.

(Nass-ınclusion Every member of the set indicated by the ubject 15 member of
the seft indıcated by the predicate term clause both the ubject and the
predicate indetermıinate

Exıstence emptYy locatıve predicate CXDTCSSCS the ex1istence of the subject
clause the subject 15 indeterminate Ihe nominal predicates Ves and
also CADICSS the ex1istence/non-ex1istence of the subject

ON-Vver' predicates also ave SOTINC of the emantıc functions mentioned
above lıke locatıve iime recıplent eic ese called appositional
predıicates (ef Dık 3° 34) The ubject has the ZCeTO emantıc function
clauses wiıth non-verbal predicates
Every predicate has predicate frame WN1C cContaıns ueprint for the predications

hıch it be used (Dık 089 54-55 Predicate frames don ave lIınear order
Every predicate frame specıfies the eX1| form of the predicate the type of
predicate (verbal adjectival OT nominal) the number of arguments that 1l takes the
emantıc functions of these arguments and the selection restrict1onNs mposed
these (Dık 980
The selection restrictions (or emantıc restrict10ons) determıines hıch terms be
inserted into argument slot For example the Cası of BIVC both the gen and
the ave be There restricthions the ooal These

@} 0-1 1989 161 182); Berman GIrosu 266-281); chter
87) Schweizer 142 123)

De TOO! 117} dıffers from Dık 179) and Bolkestein o regardıng
thıs kind of phrases (1n Hungarıan) DOSSCSSIVC predicates
13 Bare nomiınal predicates wıth the semantıc function of property assıgnment do nNOTL GCUIT

(cf. Diık 1989 170)
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semantıc restrictions appIiy only 18 the sımple, unmarke: usSec of verbs, not the
metaphorical OT poetical uscsSs (Junger, 1987/:36).

example of predicate frame 15
Q1Vev(X] ;:<human>(X1))Ae(X2)co(X3 ;<anımate>(X3))Rec
In thıs predicate frame V ındıcates that ZIVve 15 verbal predicate, the varıables AÄ ]y AÄ9
and AÄ37 mark thenposıitions, the labels Agf(ent), Go(al) and Rec(1pıient, mark
the semantıc functions of the argumen(ts, and the eXpress1ions human (X1) and
anımalte (X3) spec1fy the selection restricthons the agent- and the recıplent-
argumen(ts. (C£ Dık 1978, 16.)
Predicate frames be used reduce the number of possıibılıties of semantıc
relatıons CONstruct phrases, especılally ıf OIlCc of the elements 15 nomiıinalısed
verb.'

Method ofySıng construct

sıng the 36 semantıc categories (4 nds of predicates 3° semantıc functions)
lısted above, cConstruct phrases analysed by indıcatıng the combiınatıon of these
categories. The semantıc functions of both elements iın phrase indıcated
consistently. It 15 assumed that, pomt of Ccp  e€, 36 categories be
combıned wıth each other (36 36 possı1bilıties). However, not combiınatıons
poss1ıble because SOINC semantic functions have pecıfic requırements, for example
the instrument hıch requires controlled predicatıion.
The book of Proverbs 15 used 1e of applıcatıon. S1ince Proverbs 15 poetic book,
lınguistic possıbılıties fully exploited also In relatıon tOo cConstruct phrases TIhe
book contaıns 28R dıfferent COonstruct phrases
Unmarked paraphrases sed o clearly sShow the semantiıc relatıon between the
elements. unmarkeı paraphrase 15 the sımplest WaY of ormulatıng the
predication, although INOTC elements May have o be Suppose: than in INOTC marke:
phrases uppose: elements put In brackets. Because the UuUsSec of the definıte
artıcle ; 1S VeETY free poetic XTS ıt will be suppose: where NECECSSATY. yphens
between words indıcate that the combinatıion 15 ONe cConcept in The paraphrases
must be 1idıomatic possıble. Abstract CONCEeDPIS paraphrase ver‘
l eCtIV. predicates, and CONcepts argumen(tSs, satellıtes OT omınal
predicates. But, because SOTIINC words 1IICcUu to categorIise, 0)81% must often allow
for other possı1bılıities. Keeping the context mMIn ell the uUusec of predicate
frames, resolve SOINC of the ambiguities. However, especılally 1ın DOoelrY, SOINEC
combinatıons sed ambiguously
These paraphrases also be used test the semantıc analysıs of certaın
cConstruct phrase if certaın cConstruct phrase be paraphrase in certain
stereotypıcal WAdY, it be classıfıed in the elated SIOUD.
This me results In sımple but VErYy productive system. ough VeEIY large
number of combinations possible (94 In Proverbs), all of them be

‚OwerYy 214-257) g1ves the "case frames" (or predicate schemes) of 282 verbal
Judges.
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Semantıc relatıons In CONstruc phrases of 1DIl1Ca. Hebrew functional approac

categorised into twelve maın STOUDS, SOTIIIC examples of1C g1ven below The
examples yse In the ollowing format
'ebrew phrase Literal translatıon Verse TOV.

Paraphrase
Posıtions wıth nomimnalısed verbal predicates

Posıtion predicate positioner
():24f wt sdyqym the) desıre of rıghteous

the rıghteous (pl.) desıre
Posıtion predicate posiıtioner) goal

"hby ,  SYF the) lovers of rich 4:20
eYy love rich

Goal position predicate
mbth(h) the Strongho. of the er S  st 20077

(she Le the inhabitants of the cıty) e  st the stronghold
Posıtion predicate (+ posıtioner) reference

yr yhwh the fearer ad) ofahwe 14°)
he) fears concerning ahwe

Posıtion predıicate
"rb-dm the) yıng-ın-ambus ofbloodshed (or dırect ODJ 12:6

ey lıe-ın-ambush for the of bloodshed
Posıtion predicate

twhlt "wnym the) expectation of power/riches 1107
(someone) CXpECIS because ofpower/riches

Posıtions wıth SUDDOSE: verbal predicates
Locatıon posıtioner

pnh the of her reaspn A
she (hıes-in-ambush) at the (ef. Pr. FE2)

Actıons wıth nommalısed verbal predicates
Actıon predicate

brkt yhwh the blessing ofahwe 0:22
ahwe! blesses

Actıon predicate g0oal) n (passıve construction)
mrt yhwh the cursed (pass part.) ofahwe 3:33

ahwe (hım)
gen! actiıon predicate

nps-brkh DCISON ofessing 142
PCISON blesses

Action predicate g0al
kr Sdyq the) méntion of the) rıghteous 10:7

(someone) mentions the rıgtheous
Actiıon predicate agent) o0al

sb’y-yyn nkers of WIne 23 20
( WIinNe
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Goal action predicate
29:1yS twkhwt ofpunıshments

(someone) puniıshes
Actıon predicate {* agent) recıpıent

9:17mIwh yhwh the lender (hıif. part.) ofahwe
(he) en! o ahwe (Iwh {{ hıf. complement)

catıon actı1on predicate
ks -dyn chaır of jJudgement (judgement-seat) 20:8

(the kıng) Judges chaır
Actıon predicate direction

qr tw qr the comıng (inf. CS.) ofhım 7:10
hım

Actıon =pr'edicate agen! direction
the coming ONCS (part.) of her 2:19
eYy COIMNC tOo her

Actıon predicate agent)
SI m turner asıde from yn

AWAaY from SCIHNSC
Actıon predicate reference

dbhtk the L1UITNOUT ofyOUu 25°10
(someone) spreads-a-rumour about yOUu

Reference actıon predicate
31°72br-ndr(y) the SON of the my) VOWS

(I) made-vows concerning the SON
Actıon predicate agen! interested

the sinner of the hıs) SEeIT/SOU. (or direct ob].) 20:2hwf nDS(W)
he) SINS agaınst m)Sse. (dısadvantaged)

Actıon predicate agent) COIMPDAaNY
nD Sh adulterer of WOTNAaN (or complement) 6:32

(he) commıts-adultery wıth (preposition D  et) WOINan
Actıon predicate instrument

mdqgrw. hrb thrusts of Ssword 2:18
(someone) thrusts/pierces wıth Ssword

Instrument actıon predicate
sSbt MWSTF rod of chastısement FTA

(someone) chastıses wıth rod
Action predicate INanneTr

twrt-hsd instruction of aıthfulness 31:26
instructs faıthfully

Actıon predicate agent) INanner
JThiky walkers ofcompleteness/integrity

(walk/lıve in-ıntegrity
Actıon predicate qualı capacı

4443hwIik rkyl gOCT of slanderer (or sımply In apposıtion
(he) goes/acts slanderer



Semantic relatiıons In ‚Onstruct phrases ofBıblıcal Hebrew: functional approac

Actıon predicate agent) path
0:15bry-drk the) bypassers of the) road

(they) pass Dy the road
ime actıon predicate

Nd day of IeVCNLC 6:34
(he) takes-revenge day

Duration actıon predicate
m f hbq (ydym) of foldıng (hands) 6:10

you fold (hands) for (whıle)
Actıon predicate cıircumstance

zbhy-ryb sacrıfıces of quarrel E1
ey sacrıfıce hıle they quarrel

Actıon predicate agent) cCircumstance
19:7mrdp mrym PUTITSUCI ofwords (or complement)

(he) PUTSUCS em hıle he speaks
Actıon predicate

twkht hyym the) eprimand of the) ıfe 5:31
(someone) eprimands that (someone) live

Actıon predicate (+ agen
Y SV siwm advısers of 2720

eYy advıse wıth the of
Actıon predicate Causec

qgb nwh the) reward ofhumıilıty 22:4
(someone) rewards (someone) because of (hıs) humilıty

Actions wıth supposed verbal predicates
gen goal

S of 19:6
g1ves) o11t(S)

Goal en!
"dm a g1ft of a man 8:16

(g1ves) gift
gen! INanneTr

wıtness of causelessness (substantıvised adverb) 24°72%8"d-hnm
wıtness (testifies) wıthout

Path
drky-' ys the) WAdYyS of S21

(goes) the WaYysS
Goal eneficlary actıon)

kpr-nps the) of ıfe 13:8
(someone pays for ıfe
(cf. Ex 3012 Num 35531 TOV. 18)

Goal instrument (actıon)
dbr-sptym the) word of the) lıps @73

(someone SaySs the word wıth the lıps
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Instrument g0al (actıon)
27:26mhyr sdh the) ofa 1e6 (cf. 13:8 and 10)

(you buy) 1e wıth the
Goal materı1al (subclass of instrument) (action)

zhb mng ofgold T
rıng made of gold

(Gjoal INanneTr (actıon)
"wsrwt FrS TeAasSUrESs of injJustice 10:2

(someone acquıre: treasures by injJustice
ıme goal (actıon)

1877the time ofhım (the WOor'
(someone Says it al the time

Path instrument actıon)
m gl rg the ack of the (your) foot 4:26

(you walk) wıth the foot the track

States wıth nommalısed verbal predicates
State predicate ZCTO

813‚sbt-Ib paın of the) heart (heartache)
the heart paıns

er° state predicate
YS- ofowledge 245

knows
State predicate reference

d’t Ihym the owledge of G0od 2:5
you know about (G0d

State predicate (* zero) reference
knower ofowledge (or direct ob]J.) R7

(he) knows about owledge
State predicate time

of suddenly(ness (substantiıvised adverb) 3:25phd p
(you) fear suddenly

ime state predicate
"brh day of AaNgCI 11:4

1S-aNgZTYy Cbr day
Duratiıon state predicate

SnwtJan H. Kroeze  Instrument — goal (action)  27:26  mhyr sdh  (the) money of a field (cf. 13:8 and 31:10)  (you buy) a field with the money  Goal — material (subclass of instrument) (action)  nzm zhb  a ring of gold  1122  a ring made of gold  Goal — manner (action)  "wsrwt r$  treasures of injustice  10:2  (someone acquired) treasures by injustice  Time z goal (action)  Iw  1523  the time of him (the word)  (someone says) it at the time  Path — instrument (action)  mgl rgl(k)  the track of the (your) foot  4:26  (you walk) with the foot on the track  5. States with nominalised verbal predicates  State predicate — zero  1543  “sbt-Ib  (the) pain of (the) heart (heartache)  the heart pains  Zero — state predicate  "yS-d’t  a man of knowledge  24:5  a man knows  State predicate — reference  d‘t”Ihym  the knowledge of God  25  (you) know about God  State predicate (+ zero) — reference  VW  t  a knower of knowledge (or direct obj.)  F7  (he) knows about knowledge  State predicate — time  a terror of suddenly(ness) (substantivised adverb)  3:25  phd pt'm  (you) fear suddenly  Time — state predicate  ywm “brh  a day of anger  11:4  (God) is-angry (“br II) on a day  Duration — state predicate  $nwt ... Slwm  years ... of prosperity (2nd postconstruct after  the same cs.?)  32  (you) are prosperous ($Im qgal) for years  6. States wıth supposed verbal predicates  Zero — contents (subclass of reference)  plgy-mym  Cchannels of water  5:16  channels (are full of) water  36s wm yCars of prosper1 (2nd pOostconstruct after
the SaInc 6Si}} 30°)
you PTOSDCIOUS (SIm gal) for YCars

States wıth SUDPOSE verbal predicates
ero Contents SuDbcClass of reference)

pley-mym channels of 5:16
channels (are of)

36



emantıc relations in CONSTTUC Sses ofBıblical Hebrew functional approac!

States wıth nomımnalısed adjectival predicates
er° property assıgnment

MmMrFYy mt words of truth 274
words are) true

Property assıgnment ZeTO

MIg Sptym weeiness of lıps 6°‘21
lıps are)

States wıth eXpressedadjectival predicates
Property assıgnment reference

rb-br. numerous/great ofblessings 28:20
(he 1S) numerous/great regar| blessings

Property assıgnment zero) reference
q$y-1b perverte  se ofheart 1:20

(they are) perverte:  Se In regar| tOo heart

States wıth nomiınal predicates
ero iıdentification

[wh D(k) the of the heart 3:3
the 18) the heart

er° (members total) identification (undıvıded total)
kl-ps vm the) offences (the total of the offences) (0:1)

the total 1S) the offences
er° whole) identification (undıvıded whole)

kl-hywm the wnole day (the wnole of the day)
the WwNnNole 1S) the day

eTo (member/members) class membershıp 1vıde:
bny "dm the) SONS of1N\|

the SONS (are) members of ind/(are) people
er° (part/parts) class membership 1vide: whole)

pt-Lhm piıece/morsel of TreAal 28
the plece 1S) of the Trea|

er° class inclusion
fool ofksyl "dm 15:20
fool 1S)

er° (member class inclusion (undıvıded
kl-"wyl CVEIY foo]l (ıt CVETY ONC of 00 20:3

CVETY OMNC 1S) fool
Existence ZeTO

yS drk being/existence of road 4:17)
there 1S road

States wWwıth apposıtional predicates
ero (concrete pOSSeESS10N) POSSCSSOT

byt Sdyq the) house of the) righteous 15:6
the Ouse (1s/belongs) to the rıghteous
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er° (possess1ion: body part) POSSCSSOT
23:9zny the) CAal!  N of the) fool

the Cal‘  N (are/belong) the fool
er° (possess1ion: body figuratively) POSSCSSOI

yd-yhwh the hand (metaphorically: power) ofahwe zn
the hand (1s/belongs) ahwe

ero (relationshıp) DOSSCSSOT
>by Sdyq er of the) rıghteous 23:24

the er (1s/belongs) {Oo the rıghteous
Possessor ZeTO (concrete pOSSESS10N)

S MN of 6:11
(1s/belongs) IO

Possessor ZCeTO (possession: body part)
3():31Zi minym cock of loıns OW COC.

loıns (are/belong) cock
Possessor ZCeTO (possessıion: body figuratively)

b< OWLICI of 1OSC (metaphorıcally: anger 77 IA
OSC (1s/belongs) OWI1CT

Possessor ZCeTO (relatiıonshıp
S r ym ofen! 8:24

en! (are/belong)
er° locatıon

6:11bny-kys stones/weıights of (the) bag
the StONES are) the bag

er° direction
WTdrky S W WAaYS of the) underwor.

the WaYS (are/lead) the underwor
Direction ZCeTO

drk ntybh the) direction of path 278
the path (1s/g0oes) the dırection (of

er°
hLb zym 1ılk of goats 2y

18) comiıing irom
eTO time

"b mLqws clouds of the) late raın 6:15
the clouds (are ere durıng the late raın

ime Z6TO
FAthe) day of full INOON

the full INOON 1S) the day
er° Causc

hbrwtDS brulses of wound 20:30
bruises are) caused Dy wound
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Processes wıth nommalısed verbal predicates
Process predicate processed

MWwI "dm 11A7the) yıng of
dies (cf. Dik 1989, 162)

Processed PDTOCCSS predicate
Dny hiwp SONS ofvanıshing/passing AdWaY (inf. CS:) 31:8

SONS (people) vanısh/pass AaWAaY
Process predicate force

e  SWN hsk the) approac (q’'re’-reading) of darkness 20:20
darkness approaches

Process predicate goal
mhtt dlym the) destruction/ruin of DOOT 0:15

OVE: force) destructs/ruins the DOOT
Process predicate (} processed) goal

the bearer of hım Sywidtw
bore

Process predicate processed) direction
ywrdy bwr descenders of the) pıt 1172

eYy escend (uncontrolled) into the pıt (= dıe) (cf. 3:5)
Time PTOCCSS predicate

SSTYVF the) day of raın/downpour ATAS
1t) alns/pours day

Duratıon PTOCESS predicate
SnwL hyym yCars of 1ıfe e

you lıve for YCAars

Processes wıth SUDDOSE verbal predicates
Processed goal

S  S-hyym tree of lıfe (cf. ‚S-hzyt) 3:18
tree (bears) 1ıfe TOduC

Goal processed
"wr-sdyqym the) 1g of the) rıghteous 13:9

the rıghteous (see the lıght (= 1Vve
Processed locatıon

(  'sbwt hrym the) STICCH plants of the) mountaıns DL
the TeCH plants oOW the mountaıns

Path processed
drk-"nyh the) WdYy of the) shıp 30:19

the sh1p (saıls) the WaY
Duratıon processed

SNWE$F r$ ym the) yCars of the) wıicked 027
the WIC (lıve) for yCars
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Conclusion

TOmM the analysıs and classıfication of the CONstruct phrases above it became evıdent
that the semantiıc categorIies, dıstinguishe by Dık, offer adequate theoretical
framework for the analysıs of semantiıc relatıons In CONstruct phrases of Thıs
confirms the assumption that semantıc functions ..  are unıversally relevant to natural
languages, ough not Janguages necessarıly make the SaImne distincetions wiıthin
the general domaın of these functions” (Dık 1989:23). However, In few instances,
semantıc subclasses had be proposed, for instance 'Ontents hıch taken
ubclass of reference and materıial hıch taken A4Ss subclass of instrument.
Body parts and relationships WEeEeTC viewed a4s pOSSESSIONS, and part-whole relatıons
WCIC classılle' under identification, class-membership and class-ınclusion.
The propose: me of analysıs of semantıc relatıons Construct phrases offers
sımple but VE productive System, 1C help interpreters to understand and
explaın ONMNC of the MmMoOost ınteresting and 1I11ICU.| constructions 1DI11Ca. Hebrew.
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Abstract.

The eOTY of Functional Grammar developed Dy Dık 15 sed theoretical paradıgm for the
analysıs of the semantıc relations in CONSITUC! phrases of Bıblical Hebrew. Functional Grammar 1S
N independent and complete eOrY concerned wıth meanıng 1C| proviıdes adequate basıs for
the analysıs of CONSIrUC! ses In ık’s theory semantiıc functions dıstinguished and defined
in terms of Iınguistic parameters. ese semantic functions sımılar categorIies dıstinguishe:

tradıtional syntaxX (whıich nclude phrase and sentence semantı1cs). hıs makes the COTY quıte
adaptable and ıdeal for the analysıs of the semantic relations In Onstruct phrases For these
semantic functions unique terms airc sed that they won’t be confused wıth morphological

syntactic functions.
The book of Proverbs 15 sed fıeld of applıcatıon. ınce Proverbs 1S poetic book, lınguistic
possIibiılıties fully exploited Iso In relatıon CONSITUC! phrases. Ihe book contaıns 1287
different ‚ONStruct phrases. It 1S assumed that, theoretically and ıth SOTIIC exceptions, all kınds of
predicates and semantıc functions Can be combined in CONSITUC! phrases sıng o1a of
semantiıc categorI1es, ‚Onstruct phrases AdIiICc analysed by indicatıng the combination of ese
categorIies. The semantıc ctions of both elements In phrase AIc indıcate| consistently.
Unmarked araphrases Aarec sed clearly sShow the semantıc relatiıons between ese elements.
ese paraphrases Can Iso be sed test the semantıc analysıs of certaın Onstruct phrase hıs
method esults in simple but VC) productive system. 0Ug VC] large number of
combinatıons possible (94 In Proverbs), all of them Can be classıfıed into elive maın
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