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Occasıonally the study of detaıils, ONC pulls what appCArs be margınal
hread, ea| 1C PIOVCS 118 be throughout the ole of the The
hrea: ınder consıderation the present work 15 sometimes overlooked phono-
ogıcal rule In Classıcal Hebrew 1 The task 1S the specıfication of the phonological
rule 4S ell ıts implıcatıons for the hıstory of Hebrew, the of the le-
glıde verb, and the identificatıon ofprefix verbs in the 1DI1Ca. text In order attaın
thıs g0al, three tOp1CS l be addressed in the followıing order: the of long
vowels in C'lassıcal Hebrew phonology, the internal structure of the middle-glıde
verb (henceforth the I1wy ver and the structure and development of the prefix
verbs.

Long Vowels*

Hıstorically long vowels? and contracted long vowels dIiIcC stable In Classıcal Hebrew
in that they SUFrVIvVe the phenomenon of propreton1ic reduction.* Furthermore, ıt has
been cursorily noted In prevı1o0us grammatıcal works that long vowels ex1ist only in
restricted enviıtonments: they aDDCAaI in closed, unstressed syllable (JOÜUON

and ONG 1997:31, 103) In fact, “long vowels ShOow ftendency
hbecome short when theır syllable closes” (LIPINSKI 997:179; OSCATI 1980:65;
emphasıs added).? Thıs analysıs hınts al the truth, but 15 LOO Vaguc be usefu for
Iınguistic analysıs In fact, the STOTY 18 neıther sımple 11OT ana Thıs section l
Spec1fy the prec1ise envıronment In 1C long vowels contracted dıphthongs

The uUsSec of *classıcal’” 1s intended hıghlıght the dıfferences een the FreCOonNns  cte\ vowel
system of Classıcal Hebrew and that of the Tıberi1an Masoretes. See footnote 11 for further
diıscussion.
These vowels ften eferred “unchangeable” (see UTZSCH 1910:825; »but
thıs 18 certamly nOoTt the CasSc, the rest of thıs 111 demons
Hıstorically long vowels *A/G, Long vowels resulting from assımılatıon contraction

(D> *ay, “Iy, —r *W, —_ *ar For the UINCIOUS nomiınal and verbal patterns hıch long
vowels xX1ist roto-Semutic and (Cassıcal Hebrew, SCC LONG 0-45; 1993:8588;
1962:861; KAUTZSCH 1910:5583-806.
“PS long vowels do nOoTt reduce cshwa they retaın the following vowel qualıties
timbres a/ > */i/ > ü/ > v LONG
Propretonic reduction mMay be represented by the following notatıon. V>0) VC EVGOVEL

>3 FC “ CVYVOÄCWVE
Ihe 18 iıdentical both works.
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become short pre-Classıcal Hebrew Then the iıdentified phonological rule 11l be
sıtuated relatıve to other diachroniıic features of Hebrew
The ollowıng argument p  5 few specıfic developments wıthıin the hıstory
of Hebrew (some of C also appIiy {Oo Central Semıitıic ÖT EVCN the ole of
Semitic) Fırst Manl y Semitic Janguages demonstrate Casc system (e Arabıc) and
ıt 15 thought that such Casc system Wäas or1gınal wıthın the Semuitic amıly Pre-
umably, Proto Semuitic dıstinguished three grammatıcal by of INOT-

phological affıxatıon (MOSCATI 98() S12 LAIPINSKI 99’7 832 13) TIhree SU1TI1XE:
short vowels marked the OMMNAaLV: Case u the aCCusalıve Casc L and the
oblıque Casc 7 It 15 lıkely, and ntegral the followıng rgumen' that PIC-
(assıcal Hebrew also dıstinguished three by INCAanNns of sımılar morphological
affıxatıon (Bl 962 S65 KAUTZSCH 910 SSSg O() OQOUON 993 S93b WOC 990
SS ONG 99’7 18) However the word fınal Casc vowels WEeTC lost Central
Semitic at SOTIC after the
Second the followıng condıtioned sound changes OCcCcurred urıng the of
Hebrew (BL 9672 Sl'q> QUON 9923 S17e GA  S 9085 46) SynNcopatıon of both
glıdes and laryngeals intervocalıc pOos1ıt10N, and between consonantal
clusters. I1wo uncondıtioned sound changes 1iC OCccurred Hebrew aIic also
ımportant for the followıng analysıs RAl (by the 10% IYy )10 and tonıc
lengthening, 1 arl Fınally, the followıng analysıs depends

the observatıon of both syllable +} morpheme and word boundarıes (#)

LIPINSKI 1997 832 for the proposal of or1gın dıptotic system rather than the tradıtıonally
proposeı tptolic system
The ‚ASC system present and fully functional anaanıte durıng the century demonstrated
by the Tell el-Amarna (see INEY 161f£)
Although sSyncopatıon of W, Y and h1 relat1vely  M early phenomenon 1 the history of Hebrew, ıt
appCAars that ıt PIOCCSS durıng the J4 (see Raıey 23-24, 39, 108, 129, 148,
153 ESS 1993 186) See also LONG 1997 1 $ (JA)  S 198552
It only OgI1C; that aptyxXıs condıtione: by the l10ss of fınal Casc vowels hıch resulte«
the phonologically undesırable consonantal clusters. However, the evidence supplhıe: Dy the Greek
transcr1ptions of the 3rd century (cf. SAENZ-BADILLOS 992385), reflects both anaptyctic vowels

ell CONSONAaN! clusters, thus sugges! that anap! nOoTt consıstent phonologıca.
LÜ

feature untıl relatıvely ate pomt wıthın the Sstory of Hebrew (e, the Masoretic per10
Ihe sound change * A4/a ften referred the °‘Canaanıte Shift’ and ıt 5  . have taken place
VeEIYy carly; ıt aDPCAaIs be ı PTOCCSS the ('anaanıte of the 1A0 century Amarna per10d (see
RAINEY 48: also MOSCATI 950SS7 , LIPINSKI 1997 S21 12)
10 ustrate {ONIC engthening ave sed ACTONS Ver the stress-lengthened vowels However
ACIONS also al  ‚ON:;  y sed OVCT orıginally long vowels Admittedly, thıs Lype of
anscrıphon Inday result confusıion between Hebrew (lengthened and (<*A and Iso
een Hebrew (lengthened) and Proto-Semiutic the present l only represen!
SiresSs lengthened vowels unless nole: otherwise the other hand, 11 only pr  en
orıginally long vowel (<*4/d) addıtion wıll represent both the qames-hatuf and the STTEeSS
lengthened holem wıth for clarıty the present (see the ch: below), although ıl
devıates firom praclıce
thou: the vowel system reCONs!  cte'| three long and three short vowels (see
column the ch: below), the complete vowel of assıca!l Hebrew presumablvy: A, dy, A,
A, C, C, C, L, L y O, O, 0, Ü, Uy The ch: e I0W iıllustrates the relatıonshıps of the sımple vowels
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Ihe ONO0l0ogy of Classıcal Hebrew

Nominal KEviıdence

Many nomiınal patterns contaıned long vowels, usually In the first syllable
( CVCvCt) OT in the fınal syllable (62,, UVe., GVr  , UG Consıder the
ollowıng Hebrew realizatıon of the underlyıng CvCYyY wıth the masculıne
singular inflectional Su. (-@): !

la) bir *lord’

The femmimine form 15 realızed by allomorphs, *-t, Wa Proto-
Semuitic and Classıcal Hebrew!%), C dIic ffixed the stem before‘the orıgınal
Casc vowel. Consıder the followıng feminine forms

2a) gbira lady’
2b) o“beret 61d5
2C) gibére_t} ‘lady O1= /bound form|

xamples demonstrate that when the allomorp: W 15 tO VUN
wıth long vowel in the 1na. syllable, the resulting form contaılns short vowel in
place of the long vowel. However, (2a) ShOws that when the allomorp) *_at \ 15
a  © the form retaıns the long vowel. One poss1ıble analysıs WOou be ıdentify
[WO underlyıng patterns for the femmine forms lısted above, ONC wıth short vowel
and ONC wıth the Saminc long vowel SCCH in the masculıne form However, WOU.
1ıke PTIODOSC INOTC economıiıcal analysıs Consıder the underlyıng (LE, Proto-
Semitic) syllabıc structure of the exemes in the ch: ei0wW The first column
contaıns the Proto-Semuitic stem, the second contaıns the stem plus the appropriate
femminine sıngular allomorp and the nommnatıve Case suffix ..u, the Ir contaıns the
redivided syllabıc after affıxatıon and the loss of ına short vowels, and the
final column contaıns the Hebrew data

wıthın (lassıcal Hebrew (to be dıstinguished from the qU:  1  ve vowel System of the Tıberıan
Masoretic eX!

Lengthened Short Short
*/a/, */a/  6).Long  (> 5)

—> ©1

Q e

12 Morpheme boundarıes thıs DaDeCI reflection of Iınear analysıs. Hence, thıs excludes type
of markıng for the em1itc discontinuous FOOL morpheme13 thıs DaDCTI, wıll NOL indıcate those CONSONAN! (w. ; sed mark vowels, 1.e. the
called maftres ection1s.
There 1S morpho-syntactic dıfference Classıcal Hebrew: the 0)81% hand, L 18 commonly sed

both emmnıne sıngular free and bound words; *_at, the ther hand, 15 complementary
dıstrıbution wıth the morpheme (a diachronically later morpheme), the Ormer markıng the bound
form, the atter markıng the free form.
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Proto-Semitic E Hebrew
3a) g1bir- * o1+bir-at-u * o1+bi+rat# bira
3b) o1bir- * 91+bir-t-u * o1+birt# beret
56) *SalAaS- *Sa+15ö$S-at-u *Sa+156+Sat# OSa
3d) *SalAS- *Sa+158-t-uU z  S:  a+lusSt# E OsSetl6
3e) *addir- *?ad+dir-t-u ad+dırt* ”adderet

Thıs evidence!/ suggests the followıng analysıs

+long] 1-long]| ®

In thıs WAaY, the development of Hebrew g“beret lady (Isa 41:1). adYy of-’
(Isa 47:5) 15 * oibir-t-u >*oi4-Dirttu gl  irt# *oibiret g“beret}?.
The value of thıs analysıs hıes in ıts abılıty aCcCount for the femmıine forms (see the
chart above) ASs ell 4S for the masculıne form (*oibir-u *oi+Dbit+ru g“ bir).
Furthermore, MaYy ProODOSC relatıve placement of thıs sound change wıthın the
historical development of Hebrew it must ave Occurred after the 108s of 1na. short
vowels, but before the addıtıon of anaptyctic vowels (whıch ODCD the 1na. syllable).
Now that ave analyze the nomiınal evıdence, the followıng question arıses: Dıd
the sound change given in (4) operate outsıde of nomiıinal morphology? The follow-
ng section ealts the verbal evıdence.

1 erbal KEvidence

Consıder the development of the causatıve (Hır"ıl) imperatıve a-C) and Jussıve
a-C)

15 includıng the ‚anaanıte Shift (*a Wa thıs column.
Thıs presents amb1igu0us evidence. According the urrent analysıs, (Canaanıte

17
Shift) (reduction of long vowel) ‚ON1C engthening of short vowel).
More evıdence hes the orms of these OUNSs wıth pronominal suffıxes: g“ birti MY mistress’ (Gen
16:8); g“ birtäah ‘her ady (Gen 16:4); g‘birtek .  your mistress’ (Gen 16:9); $“ Jo$tam °*three of them
(Ezek $“ lo$t kem “three of D  you 12:4); ?’addartö °‘h1ıs mantle Kgs ’°addartäm
‘theır glory (Zec 1:3} cft. n hosti mY bronze fetters)’ (Lam 37 nh  ustah ‘“ıts copper ‚ZC)

18 theır hıstorıical STaNal, Bauer and Leander ote the shortening of long vowels both nomiınal
and ver'! stems, “Lange geschlossener wurden Ursem. gekürzt Drucklose,
lange offener wurden gekürzt, WC)] S1e ıner efionten Länge vorangıngen.
1962:826; cf. BER:! Whıle thıs observatıon accurately aCCounts for the Hebrew
data, the evidence of Bıblical Aramaıic, qämtä you arose’, should prohıbıt from declarıng
thıs be “Ursemuitischen” princıple. hıs Student’s Manual, Long also observed thıs
phenomenon, specifically regard n“hö$et ‘bronze “the 'aDıc cognale nuhäs, Supports
hıistorical development irom *gutal(+ at?) ollows *nuhäas(+ at?) *nuhös(+ atd) *nuhus+
*nuhöst a M  9  “  öSset 28) Unfortunately, Long categor1zes thıs “obscure development”
31)

19 Antıcıpatory assımılatıon of and the reduction of the propretonic short vowel OP!
syllable.
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The onology of Classıcal Hebrew

Ja) * haslık 720 * has+ lik# haslek cast down!’ ({Bx
5b) * haslık-1ı * has+ Ii+ ki+ aslıkı cast down! 1S) (Jer 29)
5C) * hasliık-ihu * has+ It+ ki+ hü+ haslikehu “cast it down!’ (Ex

The 72ms ımperalive 5a) 15 verbal form wıthout 1na. vowel and therefore
ends the a  c (-C#) for the long vowel 118 shorten Forms
Classıcal Hebrew wıth SOTINC Lype of sufformatıve (e.5 inflectional suffixes), such
both 5b) and (5C), do not fultıl! the enviıronment specified by rule (4) there{fore, the
long vowel ı15 preserved.

6a) yahangıd *yan+ gid#?} yagged let hım report (Jdg
6b) yahangıd-u *yan+ g1+ du# yaggidu ‘let them T'  Il Sam 11)
6C) yahangıid-ah *yan+ gi1+ daht yaggidah °‘let hım IT it (Jer 11)

The JUSSIVC examples a-C) also sShow the long vowel preserved OPCH syllables
but educed closed syllable that 15 word ına At thıs pOo1mn! the verbal evıdence
‚UuppOTrTS the followıng modificatıon tO the rule (4)

+long| F long C{

The next test for thıs analysıs les wıth the morphologically complex ILwy verb

IT he Ilwy erb

Because the Hebrew Ilwy erb has complex internal structure MOST Hebrew
STAIMNATS eschew in-depth morphological analysıs and sımply lıst the Vair1lOous forms
epending the al of the thıs be justifiable solution the IIwy
verbs AIc Cu. explaın T1e Certamly SOINC do set Ouft explaın
the internal of an Yy Hebrew erb all the INOTIC5then 15 that

ave yel UuNCOVCI eatimen 1iC explicıtly CONNECTS the morphological
STITUCTLUrEe of these weak wıth the sound change isolated above 292

Throughout the paradızm of the Ilwy verb the glıde eıther SYyNCODales when 1t 15

intervocalıc OT assımılates and CON! wıth adjacent vowel,
resulting complex long vowel. These sound changes explaın how three-
nan: rO0Tt results ı [WO-CONSONaAN form such qam . stood/’. However,
20 Regardless of the OIM1g211 development of the second/theme vowel the Causalıve paradıgm, the

Classıical Hebrew data, ften marked wıth mater lection1s, sShow that the stem CON! the long
vowel zE
‚yncopatıon of intervocalıc (see (JA'  A 198556-. and l10ss of short vowel.

22 ARISTAR (1979) mentions thıs SaINC princıple ı aSi 219); however, he (lıke Long, e1i0W
ootnote 33) makes mention of the applıcatıon of the rule nomiınal morphology
Furthermore he ıf the fınal form of the prefix verb form by completely
dıfferent analysıs for the internal of the Iwy verb he aIgUCS for orıginally bı-radıcal
FTOOL and the exXıistence of the mıd-vowels and Proto-Semiutic
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Syncopatıon and contractıon do not provıde complete understandıng of the IIwy
verb Ihey do not explaın why there 15 alternatıon the vowel eng between
certaın forms ims qam ‘he stood’ but 2ms qamıl YOU Ssto0d’ Nor do they
explaın why thıs alternatıon takes place Hebrew but not elated Central
Semiutic language Aramaıc (cf qam ‘he stood and m yYOUu tood’) Fınally,
these sound changes ave bearıng the UusSsc of “lınkıng vowels between the
TOOT and the verbal inflectional SU. SOMC verbal forms In order address these
questions mMust analyze the Tollowıng ata from the {q-w m} {O stand’
In p} WAaVeC and {S-w-b} 18 return partıcularly 1g of the rule
above (7)

da) *gawam--{ *gaam+ *gam+ [a ml yOUu sto0d’ 2 Sam
5D) * hinwip-ta * hin+ yip+ ta?+ *hi+nip+ta * hAi+nip+ta henapta*?>

you waved’ (Ex 25)
8C) * taswubh- *ta+sSub+ na *ta+ sSub+ na tAsoObnad you/they (f.p 1l

return ZE. 95)
When the consonantal sufformatıves for the 2ms suffix verbs a-b) and the
prefix 5C) verb AaIic the long vowels arc ollowe: bDy the of
wıth the result of vowel reduction 26

In Contrast to 8C) above examples a-b) 1tness the addıtion of lınkıng vowel (a
and respectively c results the pr  n of the long vowel [ (9a);

9b) 27

23 A stood’ qamtem YOU STOO! mp) GQUAMN stood’ Pausal Orms (n hıch the accent
pulled back the penultıma present the STIress lengthened d, though thıs eIy not realızatıon

of the hıstorically long vowel MALNU eal nahti 3 rested’ saktı } anomted’ Sarlı „
departed’ qamlı ı 4A1 OSC sSamlı I placed’

24 Near anlıcCıpatory assımılatıon of the glide the +back] glide assımılates the following,
JR

lJacen! aC| vowel
Phılıppi Law short z stressed, closed syllable

26 There IXLy-IW suffıx erb examples (other than the 181° ste' 11 the text above) hıch exhıbıt
long vowel reduction: ”ANan, MN 3, (IMNIN, ADNIN. DMNIM), DNNIN, AR3, M, m, 12077, m0,
13517  ' P, HE, V, Dr (MAAN), ET D, E, 471)2, Yrn (VAMan), 377 (MMaNM, DmMaN),
DEMarN, AO)J, O0J), 1303, QMO), D, M2D, Q O, DAWS, VOS, MD, 135S, DD (A3), S i° 1, j )ud 1,
43, 3, mW, W, W, mW, MLW, DW, W, W, MIW, NAW, DMIW, C (M°W), m109 (MW),
RD
There only three ther examples of the prefix erb the Hebrew hıch thıs form
ı14 NT mm ı3

27 There t ther examples (forty-sıx suffix verbs prefix Vver! hıch exhıbit the
addıtiıon of lınkıng vowel (and therefore also long vowel): Suffix verb - N (VPMIN’IN,
ITPNON, D MNYM), 1807277 DMN°IN, DINIM), DAr IMN aN, MWIN, 1103 D° M,
i 1 O, MD, MD, 3D  - D, TT aN, MD, D, M ON, ONM HU AI AYTTDIT,
MD (WTAYYDM), 171139977 TI D, D°M13°57), DM1M9°D7, P, \nn-|'? Ü’ WD, S,
MSPN), N mea (T’AWYM), F1W T, 0719 77, T,M1(T, D°M13WM), Y OT,
W: Prefix verb - N aNM, MaDTM, MOR, M, 17R IDM, 1K a335
There seventeen Orms (sıxteen suffıx verbs; ODC prefix verb) ı the text of the Hebrew Bıble
hıch aAaDDCAaLl be eXceptions the present analysıs: uffıx verb - Mal al( TMNINT)
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Ihe Phonology of C(lassıcal Hebrew

Ya) * hinwip-fi * hin+ yip+ fı *hi+nip+ f Nl O1 ‘] waved’ (Job 12)
9b) * taswubh *ta+ Süb+ na tev;.-b  End you/they (1.p ıll return ZE.

55)

Up thıs pomt the weak verbs forms presented ave supporte: the rule specıfied
above (7) However example 8a) allows specıfy the relatıve placement of
the rule (7) the dıd nOot change to then -AWad must ave OCCurred
after the Canaanıte Shift eb 28 Furthermore the followıng ata from other
forms wıthın the paradızm of the II1wy verb uggest that the rule (7) mMust be
MOAd1T11E: yel

10a) W  HN *gat+wa+ * gaa+ma*? qdm#) ‘he stood’31
10b) yaswub ya+t Ssuu+ hu Vat U ‘he ll return

In a), the ims SU. erb the Was preserved EVCN though after the final vowels
WEIC lost 1T WAas Ollowe' by the According the present analysıs
the should ave educed Likewise the 1ms prefix verb the refention of
the defies the rule stated (7) Wıth slıght modıficatıon the rule (4)
though all of the nomiınal and verbal forms presented Can be explaıned

11) +long] ong
Rather than of eıther [WO CONSONAaNtT: OT ONC CONSONaAaNntT al the end of the
word the rule H Tate: that long vowels educed closed syllable
ere 15 crucı1al qualification thıs rule oug!| the syllable 1'  n 15

historically closed syllable 37 Let reconsıder the forms above (10a-b)
thıs time Payın?s attention {o syllable oundarıes rather than word boundarıes

MT,W (n 7), DAPT, MY3NM, DW, DMDTM, M1nW m3, DW, DM13WM), DW
(DM13WM); Prefix verb A, These Orms occasıonally attrıbuted mıstaken vocalızatıons
hıch be reconcıled Dy slıght changes 1 eıther the Tiberian consonantal lexT vocalızatıon
(KAUTZSCH 1910 $’72k:; ct. 1993 $83Db,

28 also the (orıginally ong the particıple GUm (he Was) MSINg (<*gamu <*gaimu
<*gawimu) qämehem those who stanı agaınst) them (Ex 7 masculıne plura| Onstruct
OUN! form ] 3mp suffıx <*gaimayhim <*gaäwimayhim)

29 Syncopatıon of intervocalıc Thıs COU. also be analyzed the eduction of the trıphthong * wa

3() LOss of word-final short vowels whıc included CasSı vowels)
qama she stood’ GQAMU 'they sto0d’ The only unamb1igu0us eXCcepuon wıthın the wy verb

ereAthe preservalıon of the long vowel = OD syllable irom the ro0of \T-W- ‘they
3°

:houte: Sam 20)
V 4R loss of word final short vowel. E tasüb  ayOu ll return’, ASU.:  hbi ‘ yOu (fs) wıll return ,

Ia h } ll return’ ‚ yaSsübuS ‘they wıll return ,dYOUu mp) 1l return’, and >  >©  S llvr

return.
33 Long 0€s note thıs princıple hıs discussıon of the IIwy weak verb 62f )9 however he .0€s

nOoTt ICCOBNILZC Ifs applıcatıon nomiınal morphology ell (cf footnote above)
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12a) *gawam-a *ga+wa+ma+ *gaa+ma+ gäm+ c sStOo0d’
12b) *vaswub-u *yat Suu+ hbu+ ya+süb+ ‘he ll return‘’

important implicatiıon of thıs analysıs 15 that the rule gıven 11) must be
applıed pre-Classıca Hebrew forms 1F it applıed the C'lassıcal Hebrew
realızations, then the long vowels in (12a-b) should have educed
In thıs phonological rule must ave operated after the Canaanıte Shıiıft, but
before both the loss of the Casec vowels (which provıde. the NCCCSSaIY yllabic
structure) and anaptyxıs (whıch effectively estroye the condıtioning enviıronment
of closed syllables).
Many of the features of the Hebrew prefix verbal System have been introduced in the

of the thıs section. It ll NO be step back and approac. the prefix
verb a4aSs ole order to demonstrate the explanatory value of the specified sound
change +long| -long]|

111 The Classıcal Hebrew Prefix erb

Ihe followıng reconstruction of the prefix verb 18 ase uDON comparatıve 1C
data (see OSCATI9 LIPINSKI 1  8-39), internal Hebrew N-

struction, and the partıcularly important (anaanıte evidence of Tell el-Amarna
19 aıney has propose the schema outlined eI0W for the

prefix verbal System In the Canaanıte of the Amarna letters:

Indicative Injunctive
Preterite: Jussive®>Vaq - yagqtul, 1
Imperfect: yagtulu, -UNGa Volitive yagqgtula, -
Energic yagtulun(n)a Energıi1c yagtulan(n)a

Using the IIwy erb wıth ıts revealıng morphology (cf. UON 1993:811/c), the
ollowing chart ShOws the relatiıonshıp between the Canaanıte and the Hebrew
Ssystems:

Furthermore, ıt be noted that thıs 15 nolt novel Concept those who have stul| 'aDICc
morphology (see 8825,151; OSCATI and

34 Many wıll recognıze the influence of ey’s 1986 study. Valuable contrıibutions WEeIt also
made the SYyMpOSIUmM responding hıs artıcle RAINEY 1988; (JREENSTEIN 1988; HUEHNERGARD
1988; and EVIT 198%

35 HUEHNERGARD (1988) arguCS for ON verbal form representing both the preterıite and the Jussiıve
rather than homophonous forms 20)
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TIhe Phonology ofAassıca. Hebrew

Canaanite Hebrew
Preterite: *vaswub-O *yat Süb+ *yatsub-+ yaSo  ‚h36 (Isa 12:1)>7

wayyasob (Gen 219 cf. yaseb,  A Ps 0(0):3
Imperfect: *yaqwum-u * ya+ qü+mu+ yaqüm (Isa 40:8)
Energ1ic *yaqgwum-un(n)a *ya+qgu+mun+ yeqüuümun cu
Jussive: *  V  aswub-O *yatsSub+ *yatsub+ yaSob (Num 25:4)
Volıitive: *yahwis-a ya+t+hı+Sa+ yahiısa (Isa 5:10 (Hıf"il])
Energı1c *yaqwum-an(n)a unattested

Consıdering the above data, SCC that the short vowel in the Classıcal Hebrew
preterite/Jussıve demonstrates the effect of the hıstorically closed syllable uDON the
s The imperfect and volıtive forms Support the corollary ODCH syllables OW the
retention of long vowels. One further example 18 instructive:

13) *vaswub-u *ya+Sü+ bu yas  üÜübü ‘let them return’ Kgs CYV
111 return’ (Jer ‘they returned’ (Iimperfective, Jdg 2:19; preterite,

Sam 38

Example 15) demonstrates the length of the vowel underlyıng the Hebrew data and
the resultiıng ambıgu1 of the Classıcal Hebrew realızatıon when +long|
|-long] 0€Ss not appIiy (Le the Juss1ıve, preterıte, and imperfective ave ho-
mophonous orms
What 15 partıcularly relevant for the study of the prefix verbal system 15 what Can
NO be saıd about forms other than the 1T! masculıne sıngular. In hıs
Jouüon states that the Jussıve form “cannot be een  27 mMan and
also that ıt does not wıth suffixatıon but 15 replace by the indicatıve form
($464) However, thıs conclusıon 15 misgulded In such C  ' ıt 18 not that the
morphological form identified the Jussıve disappears 1S replace: Dy 1O1-

Juss1ıve form. Rather, the preter1te/Juss1ıve forms become Oomophoniıc wıth the “1011g”
prefix verb. For example, in Sam 2711 and TOV 4:25 the cContext makes it clear
that the verbs yaggidü and <  1  VYAaY.  Dr dIC semantıcally Jussıve SINCE they dIiIC bracketed
Dy imperatıves. WOU. that they should also be parsed Juss1ives CVCON

though they longer x hıbıt the “<hort” form. Furthermore, when suffixes dIiC
LO the preterite/Jussive (e.g the preterıte yarkıbehu in Deut the °sShort”

forms (LE *varkeb) also ““dısappear’”; better, the 1na. syllable of the verb 15
opened allowıng the paradıgmatıc long vowel (of the In thıs case) be
preserved. Therefore, rather than awıng the conclusıon that there 15 paradıgzm
6, ‘ ing’„ should OW for the possıbıilıty of full jJuss1ıve/preterite paradıgm
36 The ealızed form exhıbiıts :  tonıc engthening (see above secthon and ootnote 11) Iso cf.

K
AaSob  . "let her/you ms) return.

watta$ob and she/you ms) re‘)  ed’ and wannd$Sob and rei  ed’ The preterıte wıth and
wıthou: the conJunction ıdentical underlyıng form; the dıfference hes the sh1 word
STrESS preterite wıth the conjJunction 1C| Tresu. the closed unstressed syllable (a
syllable Ltype hıch INnay only short vowel Classıcal Hebrew).38 Wayyasuübu and they re'  ed’
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1IC happens be OMOphONOUS wıth the imperfectıve paradıgzm in INa of the
forms. In these morphology Can longer be sed dısambiguate verbal
LOorms; cContext and TaxX aAre the best

Conclusion

The explanatory value of the rule +long] |-long| 18 at least 1VveIi0
Fırst, recognıtion that ıts applıcatıon Was lımıted pre-Classıca Hebrew (or
poss1bly ‘Canaanıte ) explaıns why Aramaıc (a non-Canaanıte language dıffers
ıt does nOT chare thıs phonological innovatıon wıth Hebrew .9 Second, ıt explaıns the
retention of the long vowels in the Ilwy verbs in partıcular verbal forms (LE those
wıth hıstorically ODCD syllables). Thırd, the effect of thıs rule the morphological

of the prefix verbs uggests the poss1ıble ex1istence of previously unıdenti-
f1ed jJuss1ıve/preterıite prefix verbs the 1D11Ca. materıal. Fourth, the relatıve
ordering of thıs change other hıstorical developments (Canaanıte Shıift, 108ss
of Case vowels, and anap  1s contributes o understandıng of hıstory of the
Hebrew anguage Fınally, by demonstrating the eneral ature of the rule +long|

ong] (LE, ıt clearly operated In both nomiminal and verbal morphology),
have made Casc for ıts inclusıon in aD Y STAnr 1C introduces basıc hıstorical

data and reconstructions.
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Abstract:

The task of the present work 18 the specıfication of sometimes overlooked phonological rule
C(]assıcal Hebrew +long]| |-long] This phonologıcal rule 18 analyzed elatıon the

of long vowels Classıcal Hebrew phonology, the intern: of the middle-glıde verbs
(Iwy verbs) and the and development of the prefix verbs. It Was found that the explanatory
alue of the rule +long| |-long] 18 at eas 1Vveli0. Fiırst, recognition that ıts applıca-
tiıon lımıted pre-Classical Hebrew (Oor poss1ıbly “Canaanıte) explains why Aramaiıc (a NON-
Canaanıte language) differs it 0€Ss not chare thıs phonological innovation wıth Hebrew. Second, ıt
explaıns the retention of the long vowels In the LIwy verbs partıcular verbal Oorms (L8.i those wıth
hıstorıcally OPDCH syllables). Thırd, the effect of thıs rule the morphological of the prefix
verbs the possible exıstence of previously unıdenüuhe: Jussıve preterite prefix verbs the
bıblıcal materı1al. Fourth, the relatıve ordering of thıs change aINONS ther historical developments
(Canaanıte Shift, l10ss of CaSsı vowels, and anaptyx1s) contributes understandıng of the Hebrew
language Finally, by demonstratıng the general nature of the rule +long|] [-long] (1E.,
it clearly operateı both nominal and Ver‘ morphology), Cas:! 18 made for ıts inclusıon
STammMar which introduces asıc 1STOTIC: data and reconstructions.
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