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OM PONENTIAL CA)
14 Meaning

According theoretical principles“, the „meanıng" of lexeme 1S the
result of the SW and the interactiıon of specıfic „dıstinctive features‘‘ also called
„SCEMES-: that COMDOSC the semantıc value of the lexeme iıtself. ese „dıstinctive
features‘‘ ırectly result from interactıve net of paradıgmatıc and opposıtional
sense-relations wıthın of exemes. The „meanıng" of lexeme, thus, 15
NOot iısolated feature thereof. SINCEe ıt rather CXPDPICSSCS the result of dynamıc
sense-relatiıons between the g1ven lexeme and ıts ex1ical background. ıthın
such framework, clear-cut distinetion ex1ists between the notions of
„meanıng" and ‚„.contextual UuscC of the meanıng‘“. The contextual of the
„meanıng” 1s thus qualified maınly Dy extra-lIingulstic elements (1.e by
contextual and narratıve aspects), whereas the „meanıng" of lexeme 1S only
qualıified by lınguistic elements.

Funectional anguages
In order to guarantee both the lıngulstic nature and the theoretical coherence of
the results, the paradıgmatıc opposıtions between the exemes mMust be
investigated wıthın homogeneous lınguistic structures, called Functional
Languages FL) 1Ss In fact Ad1ICd of the anguage, 1C 1S characterised
Dy eing „synchronı1c*“, „Syntop1C””, „synphasıc" and „synstratic®“. INn other
words, represents lıngulstic nıt that 1S homogeneous accordıng 18 temporal,

Thıs artıcle 1s ase!l read the N Congress, Ljubljana uly
An exhaustive description of theoretical princıples Caln be 'OUuUnNn! in Coser1iu 1971; a;
978 ell In Orıioles 2004 As far applıcatıon Ancıent Hebrew 15 iınvolved, SCC

for instance Fronzaroli 1993, Zatellı 1995; 2004, Zanella 2010
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dıalectal, stylıstıc and socl1olıngulstic aspects.” FLS must be consıdered As

NECCCSSATY heuristic tool ofC SInCce they AdIiC the essential prerequıisıte (a) for the
classıficatıon and the analysıs of the opposıtional relatiıons wıthın of
lexemes, and (b) for the ına identificatıon and the description of theır meanıngs.
As far the present 1s concerned, for instance, the paradıgmatıc
opposıtions between the exemes R D ÜE „reward, recompense””, 77 „bribe“ and
52 „substıitutive g1 dIiIc specıfically analyse wıthın the called ‚„„Standar:
Poetical Hebrew‘“*

ATA ONCERNIN IHE LEXEMES m,- AND a

The a1m of thıs paragrap. 18 provıde sample of the semantıc analysıs of the
exemes mW, > and 5) wıth wıth specıfic reference Ezek 29:19; Isa 43 :3
and Isa 45:13 ese three VEeEISCS do nOot obvıously represent the ole sef of
textual data have een workıng with” The reference these VEeTITSCS must
indeed be consıdered A example of the research procedures. The conclusıons

111 draw In thıs obvıously result from the complete investigatıon of all
where the three exemes OCCUIL. o1Ing into detaıls, first of all the

lıngulstic analysıs of the exemes mO, > and 5 111 focus the
syntagmatıc relatıons between each lexeme and Its specıfic ex1ical background
(& Z econdly, the study 111 investigate the paradıgmatıic-opposıtional
relatıons between the three lexemes, In order reconstruct and define theır
respective meanıngs S 220}

Z Ezek 29:19, Isa 43 :3 and Isa 45:13

ıthın the poetical language of the 1  e’ the exemes WoR, 715, and 771
rather frequently®. eIr OCCUITENCECS dIC also characterised Dy chared
contextual and narratıve miılıeu, IC m1g be exemplıfıed Dy Ezek 29:19,

As far 1s concerned, 12 specı1fic FLS ave een identifhed MS in thıs regard Zatellı 2004
139—142
See Zatellı 2004 140 99  Ooeft1Cca. Language 2Kg 19:21—35; Sam 2-2 Classıcal rophets;
Lam : Prv; Prv; Ps (except ate ones); \ Jer, H7 and Lam aTirc chronologically exilıc, whereas Hag,
Lac, Mal, Joe, Isa 40—60 and probably Prv 1_9 3()—31 dIC chronologıcally late; however the
anguage of ese 1s consıdered typologically Early Bıblıcal Hebrew|”.
For exclusıve analysıs of all the (CCUTEIICECS of the ree exemes ell for the study of
eIr paradıgmatıc relatıons ıth the er members of the exıcal 1e of the substantıves of
„gl SCC /Zanellaa; 2010
o1ng into detaıls, in the Standard Oeft1cCa| anguage the lexeme - > 1S atteste\ In 13
VCCUICNCCS, the lexeme 1 15 atteste« In OCCUTEIICES and the lexeme 5 18 sed In S1X
OCCUTTIENCECS.
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Gift-giving instrument influence Israel’s hıstory

Isa 4A43r and Isa 45 13 fter quıi1c. o0k al the general context of the’
11l use the texti aAs primary SOUTCC investigate the most ımportant

relatıons between the three exemes under analysıs and theır specıfic ex1ical
backgrounds.
n A N  bn Kz 29:19.20 -

KT Y 79 N DN 7a37 x 55i I7 33707 ETIrT) 1)'4N x ır 155
r (

N DN 5 372 v} 7U N Ym5ys
„And spoke the Lord HWH behold, g1ve Nabuchadrezzar kıng of Babylon
the and of Zyp R and ıf (the 'and f Egypt) [l he aln 10 for AiLSs arm)yY, his
FECOMPDENSE #505) for ıc he has worked®; o1ve hım the and of Zyp

]"6

Ezek refers Nabuchadrezzar’s campaıgn agalnst 1 yre thıs milıtary actıon
1S understood the request God Whether thıs campa1ıgn Was

successful OT nof. thıs 15 nNOT the 1Ssue of the present As far the
semantıc analysıs of the lexeme - 1s involved, the tollowıng [WO ata dIic

indeed relevant. (a) Fırstly, the lexeme under analysıs 15 sed in syntagmatıc
relatıon wıth the lexeme 1 („recompense‘‘) *. The exemes >5 and —1
occur .together also In Jer 31:46; Isa 40:10: 6211 In E7zek 29:19,

My emphasıs.
The translatıon ere proposed 15 Iso confirmed by Zimmerl1 979 716 „Als seinen Lohn,
den gearbeıtet hat‘“ According thıs translatıon, the pronominal syntagm f („for CC
referring the substantıve- „recompense‘”, must be understood the indırect object ıth

of price of the erb U „LO work‘‘. See ın thıs regard Zimmerl'1 9779 FE f Ta sıch
zweıfellos auf Ym5yS zurückbezıjeht‘ Moreover, accordıng Koehler-Baumgartner 083 53
the erb x ıth the preposıtıon would ave the spec1fic meanıng of .„dıenen für (um
erwerben)””.
According 1ChHTro| 970 409, for instance, the reference Nabuchadrezzar’s LECOMLDENSC
mi1ight be due DUIC ITONY: „Can Ezekıe] really ave belhıeved that Yahweh had incurred the ega
debt of the instrument he had employed, 1ıke earthly Onarch who has DaYy the
mercenarıes he has hıred?* TIhe question 1S obvıously rhetorical ONC, which hıdes y iıronıcal
critique of the dıfficulties 1C dısturbed the al of hıs | Ezekiel ‚] contemporarles”“. It 1S Iso
true, Eıiıchrodt notices 410), that „such plece of IrONY would bring Out ST1 LLNOTC

strongly the 00l and nonchalant WaYy in 1C the Lord of the world Call control the mightıiest
natıons Dy merely movıng finger“”‘.
TIhe word 1 1S ere sed ıth reference TECOMPDENSC, NOT work: SCC NC agaln, for
instance, Zimmerl1 979 T VD bezeichnet in der Tat In Jer 3116 und 157 dıe
Arbeıtsmühe, dıe einen Lohn einträgt. Das folgende al iın dem ein 3-preti finden ist,
rat ber och dazu, 1eTr dıe ungleıch äufiger belegte Bedeutung 1Lohn (par. 75W) finden‘“.

ı Jer 2116 7n2057 „>5% 9 („because ere 15 for yOUr WOTL 3 Isa 40:10 and 62:1
355 5D IN >> vrn („behold, Hıs 1S ıth Hım, Hıs TECOMPDCNSC 15 before Hım'““)
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such relatıonshıp 1S characterised by specıfic syntactical construction: the
lexeme - 17 („recompense‘“) m1g be consıdered apposıtıon of the lexeme
a a  S Thıs syntactıc construction 1S thus relevant also from semantıc pomnt of
VIeEW, SINCEe the value of the substantıve —m („recompense””) WOU be sed
explaın the value of the lexeme >5 (b) econdly, In the general cContext of the

the relatıve clause ıx{ a N (SIOT C he has worked“””) WOU SCCIN

suggest that thıs o1ft 1S gıven ASs CO  CC of specıfically requıred actıon
and hecause of it One m1g then assume Z that the lexeme >0 denotes here
kınd of reward, TECOMPCNSC that, instead of ordınary WaLC (result of
contract) 1s g1ven only LO those act1ons that AIiC Judged commendable The text
ıtself, furthermore, clearly hıghlıghts that thıs g1ift 15 delıberately gıven by G0d
after etaıle: evaluatıon of the ole sıtuation: Ezek 29118 In fact, pomnts Out
that ET 59 54 45 Pr x „ („and yel had he AD I910)8 hıs AII1Yy, from
Tyl'e“) Here (30d notices, In other words, that Nabuchadrezzar’s campaı1gn
WOU have deserved reward. Thıs 15 the VE 1C4SON why (see ]D'7-„therefore“‚
v.19) God decıded o1ve hım DW-gift.

20 Isa 43:3 55

] 15 1755 3773 1001 N 1 TTON IET 7)

„FOor HWH yYOUTr God, the holy OTIC of Israel, YOUTr Sav10ur, give Eeypt ”S
c 13

VOUFr 15, Cush and Saba IN exchange for VOU

Isa e represents g00d example of oracle of salvation *. olıng into
detaıls, Isa 43 :3 patently confirms the CONtTtent of Ezek 29:19 for the salvatıon of
Hıs people, (J0d 1$ prepare: 18} DAaY whatever price 1S necessary”. Thıs kınd of
gift 1S prec1isely eferred LO, here, by the lexeme 5 As far d the syntagmatıc
analysıs of the lexeme 55 1Ss involved, the followıng [WO data dICcC relevant.
(a) first important datum 1s the relatıon between the lexeme 52 and the
preposıtion Fr m place of, instead of. in exchange for‘‘) The preposıtion 1S

the 1g of the ‚yntagmatıc data ONC m1g merely ASSUuUNe hat the semantıc value of
lexeme COU. be further phase of the research the paradıgmatıc analysıs hrough the study
of the semantıc opposıt1ons between the exemes ıll confirm deny ese prelımınary
assumpti0ons.

13 MY emphasıs.
See for instance Ellıger 9/8 281 795

15 See McKenzıie 96% Ellıger 978 Z In thıs regard, Westermann 1969 118, pomnts Oufl,
‚„what 15 MOStT mportant for the understandıng of the VOEISCS 1S that it 1s ere en for granted that
God, the God of vanquıshed Israel, 1S at work ın the great polıtıcal changes 1C: revolved
round the lıberatıon of Israel‘“.
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also attested at 4y° 10 echoes the cContent of Isa 43 The syntagmatıc
relatıon between the lexeme 53 and the preposıtıion Fr 15 OUun:! also
TOV 21 18 where ıt 15 stated that the wıcked 15 a for the rıghteous
( and al the SAadIillc i1me that the transgressor (7312) 15 instead uprıight
(D7W MMM} Thıs specıfic relatıon between the lexeme 55 and the preposıtıon
Pr m1g suggest that the lexeme under analysıs refers gıft instead of
somethıng else kınd of substitutive g1ft
(b) In Isa 43 thıs assumption 15 actually strengthened by the parallelısm
between the Syntagms 1755 („your A5S') and Cal yOUT place exchange
for VYOU thıs parallelısm 15 patent that ONEC m1g that the {[WO erms arec

actually interchangeable and that the of the sSyntagm („at YOUI place
exchange for yOou-”) instead of 1755 („your 152) m1g be due tOo stylıstıc

need to Var1ıalıo

Isa 13 -r

"DN 1 K \ b m SS m951 1917 115977 P A DL D 11111 9077 N
PTE

”’I have aroused hım yrus rıghteousness D he ul CILYy and he
let C  1V not for not for ia  5518 sa1d HWH of hosts“

Isa 45 15 hymn tO Cyrus through hıs mıiılıtary CXDAaANS1ION towards the 1ddle
ast the kıng of Persıa conquered Babylon and subsequently freed the captıve
Israelıtes from the Babylonıan exıle. Because of hıs er1ıts Cyrus 15 SCCH by
Isa1ah the anoınted of Cod?” As far dSs the semantıc analysıs of the lexeme
r 15 involved, the followıng data AI relevant:
(a) the lexeme under analysıs OCCUTS pecC1IC syntagmatıc relatıon wıth the
lexeme ahlale („Drice:) The syntagm 7715 x x („not for not
for m W**) hıghlıghts also parallelısm between the SCS of the [WO
substantıves TOom paradıgmatıc of VICW such relatıon m1g also
IMpIy opposıtıon between the [WO exemes In fact the Ka („„PFice 15

normally as WalC d NC and planned 18 the

16 195) m mNS D N 1DN) „‚and 11 DIVC anı (readıng nstead of D7N)
yOUTr place MT NMM) and people exchange for YOU alalı)

k 7 See Iso UlNEN GOU and VULG DFO fe
18 My emphasıs
19 See fact where Cyrus called „the anoılnted ofHWH

Ihe Syntagmatıc relatıon between the exemes AD and 7 15 iıdentified [WO other
VCCUITENCES of the COFPFDUS of Miıc (Standard Oel1ica Hebrew) and 1QH” V ]
(Poetical Language of Qumran)
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acknowledgement of the fulfilment of specıfic aCtlI1ONS whereas the gift eferred
to by the lexemer WOU be FEQULFE the fulfilment of SOINC actı1ıons
to persuade the recıpıent act partıcular WAaY, namely to do what the sender

(b) The gıft eferred by the lexeme T1 WOUuU thus be sed of
influence PDEISUASION OT request
(C) In the general cContext of the furthermore the syntagm 2732
rıghetousness CADICSSCS evaluatıon of Cyrus actıons the Persi1ian Kıng has
acted honest uprıght and Spontanecous WaY

Paradigmatic oOppOoSI1M0NS:
owards the identification of of the exemes mW, - and 52

The followıng f1gure (Fıg iıllustrates the paradıgmatıc opposıtional relatıons
that ave een identified between the three exemes under analysıs ese data
obvıously, do not result from the sole analysıs of Isa 43 45 13 and Ezek 19
but they dIC grounded the ole seft of paradıgmatıc ata CONCCIHNINS the
exemesr O and a wıthın the andar:'‘ Poetical Language

Common Diıstinctive Feature
Semantic
Feature
IFT Markedness accordıng

to the function of the (given instead of something  55 l  else, as substitution)
g1ft (gıven

PDCISUASION influence and
request)

5D (gıven aSs CO  CC of
ecıficall ulred actıon)

Markedness accordıng 7555 Not avaılable
o the Yea”dson of the gıift r (not for WO

actıons but order
the senderaccomplısh

WI1

The lexeme E1 understood kınd of „g1 Iso Dy the Tee! and the atın translatıons
the Hebrew r b x > corresponds fact the Greek ONEC HEL AUTPOV
UDOE HET WAGV and the atın ONC NOn pret10 muneribus

' The fulfiılment of YHWH ll fact hıghlıghted by the clause ‚.he chall buıild CILYy and
the Obvıous reference of ese words the ına lıberatıon of thehe let Captıves

Israelıtes and the end of the Xx 1ıle made possıble Dy Cyrus enagaınst Babylon
F The complete analysıs avaılable /anella 2010
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DD (gıven d FECOMPENSC for
WO: acti1ıons exchange
for g00d WOT.

Fıg Paradıgmatıc relatıons between the exemes AB T1 and W m LA wıthın the
andar: Poetical language

Let us 1NTtO detaıls As fg clearly sShows the opposıtıonal relatıons between
the exemes B D and 5 actually reflect [WO 1N| of markedness
accordıng namely to the nction and tOo the TCason of the denoted gıft On the
OMNC hand the paradıgmatıc Oppos1ıtl10Ns ase: the function of the g1ft involve
all the exemes under analysıs and OW the identificatıon of the dıstinctive
features gl of DCISUASION influence and request” and g1

CcE SCHNSCSCONSCYHUCNCC of specıfically requıred actıon

respectively qualify the of the exemes 5) r and S e On the
other hand the paradıgmatıc relatıons grounded the YeUaıdson of the o1ft involve
only the exemes 0 and TI and they OW the ıdentificatıon of the dıistinective
features „SIVCOD TECOMIDENSC for WO: aCTIONS exchange for g00d WOT
and „NOtL for WO actıons but order accomplısh the sender wıll‘®
c respectively qualify the of the exemes a an \ 0M and miM In the 1g
of such paradıgmatıc relatıons 17 15 fınally poss1ıble deduce the dıstinctive
features qualifyıng the of the three exemes under analysıs 1{ 15

csShown by Fıg

STANDARD OETICAL
Distinctive Featureseatures
27 instead of somethıing else, „„substıtutıve g

substıtution)
2l of DCTSUAS1ION, Dribe‘
influence and request AND (not

for WO act1ons, but ı order
o accomplısh the sender‘ W1
(gıft CO  CC of „reward FECOMDUENSC
specıfically requıred actıon) AND
(gıven TECOMIDENSC for WOS  mO  15©  AT SE act1ons, exchan for 700d WOT.

Fıg The exemes 5 HA and x theır dıstinctive features and theır

199



Francesco Zanella

DRAWING CULTURAL ANDTHECo  NS
THE IHE LINGUISTIC RESULTS

The results above dısplayed and analyse: refer the „meanıngs” of the exemes
anmW, T, and aa} jn } they represent, therefore, orma. lıngulstic data One m1g

that the semantıc analysıs has thus achjeved ıts a1m It m1g also be
argued, however, that the „meanıng" of word cannot be educed the sole
analysıs of paradıgmatıc and lınguistic relatıons. and that ıt MusSTt also entaıl
specıfic and cConcretfe references cultural aspects““. WOU nOoTt dısagree wıth
thıs perspective, and WOU. also add that the ques for wıder notion of
meanıng involvıng also cultural aspects 1S not inconsıstent wıth CA’s theoretical
status.“ In thıs regard, ıIn fact, take the posıtıon that C EOTY, Can be sed
dSs objective basıs. reasonable „text-based“ startıng poınnt, from IC COuUu
be drawn ultural (e.g anthropological OT theologıcal) conclusions“®.

31 ınk between CA’s results and extra-linguistic aspects:
the „contextual analysis“

The attempt 118 use results basıs for er investigat1ons certaınly
represents theoretical challenge for d ell for ıts future scl1entific role ın
the 18 of Jewısh tudıes In order accept thıs challenge, the first
step 18 fiınd heuristic ınk between the lıngulstic data provıde: by and the
cultural aSspects lınked the exıcal stock under analysıs. In thıs regard, WOU
arguc that fırst use attempt m1g consıst ın the ‚„„‚contextual analysıs"” of the
exemes. As ıt has been noticed, the contextual Usc of the meanıng of g1ven
lexeme 1$ indeed qualified by extra-lingulstic elements. In other words, the study
of the ‚„‚.contextual use  0C m1g be usefu heurıistic tool 18 ınk the lıngulstic
specıficıty of the paradıgmatıc datum to the wıde-spectrum perspective typıcal of

ultural interpretation. The study of the ‚„‚.contextual UuUsSsCc of meanıng“ WOUu in
fact consıst ın the analysıs of the narratıve aspects qualifyıng the UusCcC of the
lıngulstic meanıngs, and ıt WOU. be characterised by the Constan reference
the texti and ıts cContext As gomng to illustrate, the „contextuäl“ analysıs
of the exemes mW, T, and l in Ezek Z9- 19 Isa 43:3 4515 WOU SCCI1I

rng interesting results, SINCEe ıt allows O obtaın the followıng ata that aTrc

dısplayed by the followıng figure (Fıg

See Vall der Merwe 2004: 2006 and Vall Steenbergen 2002;
D According Vall Steenbergen 2002, Componentıial Analysıs should indeed be consıdered

ITG heurıistic tool for ognıtıve Semantıcs.
26 See Yanella
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The ıft 15 1VON Dy (G0d

The 15 d forgift FrECOMPCNSC
Nabuchadrezzar actıons (1 the agaınst
Tyre) 16 osıitıvel influenced Israel’s HıstoDE  (Ezek 29:19)
The oift 15 robabl CINDECTOT OT kıng
The g1ft m1g be kınd of reward, and ıt WOU be

because of the accomplıshment of specıfic
actıon

The g1ift 15 order S”AaVC and o redeem
Israe12752  (Isa 43:3)  The gift is given by God  The gift is probabl  1Ve'  The gift might be a kind  given because of the ac  action.  The gift consists in the  Saba.  The gift is given in or  Israel”.  The gift witnesses the ac  in Israel’s History.
The oift_ The gift probably consists in lands, cities of nations.consısts ands, cıtlies_ The gift probably consists in lands, cities of nations.natıons.
The gıft 15 affect the COUTSC of the Hıstory
(1 to influence the aCTI10ONS of CONqueroOr) to
Israel advanta order SAaVC Israel

Fıg Contextual consıderatiıons CONCCIHNINS the USC of the of the
exemes 5) 7 ID and SE E7zek 19 Isa 43 45 13

JO SU: the 1g of these data the Lollowıng 1ve conclusıions m1g be
deduced (a) the sender of the o11ts called TT an b 100 and O 15 (G0d In the CdSC

of the lexeme 51 God 15 merely potentıal sender He decıdes nNOot

SIVC such g1ft OT better He does nOT want o SIVC it The g1ft eferred by the
lexeme r 15 not NOT 15 1{ accepted (b) The recıpıent of the 5 g1ft and

Thıs Al vıdent (j0d words F &3 ave redeemed yYOUu ave called YOU by Aalllc

and A ıth yOu
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the nm W-gift 15 CMPCIOTI (1 respectively abuchadrezzar and Cyrus) It m1g
be assumed that also the recıpıent of 52 15 CIMPCIOI (C) The three o1fts
CONSIST natıons OT Cit1es (d) The three g1fts WI1ItNEeSSs the aCtiıive role played by
(GJ0d Israel hıstory (e) God WOU. SIVC such o11ts wıth the followıng A111185

order FreECOMPCNSC and hank the recıpıent for h1ıs aCUONS (which correspond
the dıvıne requests and/or plans) order persuade the recıpıent act

specı1fic WAaVY, ell d order redeem the people of Israel

Some theologica conclusions CONCCErNINS the exemes 772 >{ and 53

Ezek Isa 473 and Isa 45 13 chare INalı y narratıve ell dASs conceptual
simılarıties TOom Narralıv: pDOo1n of 1CW indeed these VOLSUS INOTC OT less
implıcıtly deal wıth INAaSSIVEC modifications of the geopolıtical and milıtary order

the ancıent 1ddle ast Such changes obvıously happen o affect also the
COUTSC of the Hıstory of Israel that they must find ideologıcal Justification
and OT theologıca explanatıon Thıs VELIY explanatıon 15 learly highlighted Dy
the results of the contextual analysıs and CONSISTIS the followıng three DO1NIS
(a) In general (30d Hımself plays CONcrete role the polıtıcal evolutıon of the
ancıent 1ddle ast (b) In partıcular the cruc1ı1al OoOments of the Hıstory of
Israel aATrc entirely the an of God (C) The o1ft 15 concrete instrumen that
(G0d SCS to interac wıth the MmMoOst powerful hıistorical protagon1sts (e
Nabuchadrezzar VS Iyre and Cyrus abylon order achleve Hıs A4a1111lS

(1 the protection the salvatıon and the redemption of the people of Israel)
The ideological perspeclUVve ere provıde reflects clear theologıca basıs: these
VEISCS actually CONVCY eOTrYy of hıstory, namely theologıca perspectıve
the hıistorical events of the people of Israe128‚ where gift-g1ving patently plays
cruc1al role

I he oift 4S powerfu instrument
U  C} influence the History of Israel

The g1ft thus represents CONCT: that God SCS influence the COUTSC

of the Hı1story of the people of Israel 10 SU. the and of Egypt 15 DYy
God Nabuchadrezzar as FreCOMIPENSC for hıs agaınst Iyre Z

19) ımportan natı1ons Zyp Cush and AIC explıcıtly ffered instead
of Israel and 1fs advantage (Isa 423 God hımself declares that He 15 prepared

uUusc thıs kınd of g1ift, which ı15 be understood d CONCTEetEe demonstratiıon of
Hıs eternal love toward Hıs people””. The end f the Babylonıan exıle itself

78 See for instance Fried 2004 ET Ssee Iso Vıeweger 996 5951 who interestingly nOtLICcES that
hıs theologıcaD' supported and Justified Iso by the uUusec of typıcal forens1c CONCEDIS
and exemes such 52

29 See thıs regard Vıeweger 996
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COUuU theoretically have een influenced by g1ft (Isa ıthın thıs
specıfic background, the o1ft plays wıthout (0101 cruc1al theologıca role.
TOM anthropologıca perspective, the potent mechanısm of gift-giving and ıts
CONcrete efficacy AIcC ase: successful combinatıon of obligation and
reciprocity”. Fırst of all there 15 oblıgatıon to Q1Ve, o reCe1VeE, and
g1fts. Such oblıgatıon, secondly, generates mutual exchanges and Causcs

reCc1Iprocıilty, namely the u for aAaNSWCLI, the necessity of g1ving back, of 1C-

actıng. The bindıng need for „Countergift“ 1S indeed ypıcal feature of o1ift-
S1VvINg Especıally in archaıc cultures,9 such compulsory recC1proc1ıty
Caln be cons1ıdered constitutive feature of INanıYy socılal, eCONOMIC and
polıtıcal ınteracti1ons. Sıgnificantly, the extraordınary W of gıft 1S nOTt secret
in the © and ıt 15 brıllıantly hıghlıghte C Dy TOV a  ©O the gıft la 15
there desceribed as PreC10uUs M ]2N) in the S1g of ist In thıs
regard, E7zek 29:19, Isa 43:3, and Isa 4A5 1:3 SO CVCI further, SsInce they show that
the of gıift mM1g also be God Hımself, provıng that the gıft 15 powerful
instrument also in the an of God In E7zek 29:19, Isa 43:3 and Isa 45:13,
9the o1ft 1S also sed ideologıical instrument Justify and explaın
massıve polıtıcal changes 16 WOU otherwise aAaDPCAaI to be dangerously Out
of the diıvıne control. IN S UL whether ıt 1S g1ven by (G0d OT by mankınd, the
gift represents resourceful of influencıng, reinforcıng, and ulldıng
complex soc1lal and polıtical SYStems, provıdıng al the Samnec time ideologıcal
Justiıficatıon of theır ex1istence. Especıally In those where (GJ0d 1S the sender,
furthermore, the gıft Cal be used aSs WaY explaın, o Justify ell
oOun specıfic theologıca perspective the Hıstory of Ancıent ı1ddle ast
(VIZ. of Israel)

z F The not oiven 77 sOMEeE considerations about incorruptibility
second interesting datum resulting from the analysıs of the CONCEOEITINS the

peculıar nature of the gıft eferred Dy the lexeme mW, W.  1C d gomg
Arguc, 15 lıkely LO have theologıca relevance. The EXTS ShOW that the nmW-gift
COuU. ave een gıven and accepted, but it dıd nOoTt happen The „potential”“
character of the nm W-gift 15 Iınked o the VETLY nature of thıs g1ıft The
paradıgmatıc analysıs has indeed demonstrated that the meanıng of the lexeme
7 1S qualıified by the dıstincetive feature „NOT g1ven for WO act1ons, but iın
order accomplısh the sender’s wıll‘® Thıiıs SCTII1IC ırectly results from the
opposıtıon wıth the SCIIC „gıven reCOMPCNSC for WO act1ons, in exchange
for g00d work‘“‘, qualifyıng the meanıng of the lexeme a ]  S Thus, ıt m1g be

In thıs regard the bıblıography 15 wıde SOTINC essentıial notions about gift-giving Cal be 'OUnN! ın
Mauss 1924; Benveniste 969 (Section „Donner prendre“ 63—-12 Schrift 997 As far

recent and exhaustıve analysıs of gift-giving In Ancıent Israel 1S concerned, SCC anse
999
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argued that the DW-gift represents the ConN! result of posıtıve evaluatıon of
human act10ns: the actıon 1S Jjudged „e00d and the DW-gift 15 consequently
o1ven. In the Casc of the lexeme mW, the other hand, the specıfic reference fo
„the sender’s will“® WOU 1MpIYy that the evaluatıon of the recıplent s behavıour
1S secondary, ıf nOoTt mI1sSINg. Through the nm W-g1ft, In fact, the recıplent s
behavıour 1S influenced, not evaluated. The nW-gift, In other words, 1S sed {O
T1 OTNCOIIC Let us ook OMNCC agaın at the EXTS: 1C actually confirm thıs
result. On the ONC hand Ze God o1VveESs Nabuchadrezzar oift (LE the
and of Egypt) because he hought that Nabuchadrezzar’s act1ons (1 h1ıs

SInNCEe Nabuchadrezzar actuallycampa1gn agaınst Iyre) WCECIC laudable,
accomplished In fact plans On the other hand (Isa God
categorıically refuses {oO o1ve Cyrus gıft (a brıbe) CONVıNCE hım to 1g
agaınst Babylon It 1S interesting O note that theoretically Cyrus COu ave been
brıbed to free the Israelıtes irom Babylon””. The theologıca. weıght of thıs
conclusıon becomes LNOTC pregnan ıf wrıte it wıth question mark: COU
Cyrus ave been bribed tOo free Israel from Babylon, accomplıshıng plans”?
The question 15 of COUTSC rhetorical 0)481  @ the answer 1S obvıously negatıve. The
maın TCasSson for that 1S that the sender of the nm W-gift should be (J0d Hımself.
The complete analysıs of the OCCUITEMNCECS of the lexeme 71 In andar: Poetical
Hebrew provıdes indeed etaıle' hıst of the people, who COU poss1bly be
involved In thıs kınd of gıift enders of nmW-gift happen {O be akaahle

(„rebels and COompanıons of thıeves””, Isa 125 „Sınners””, Ps 26:9)
In other words. the sender of such gıft 1S 332 („Wıicked OE ;  .. TOV It
1S also consequently stated that only rıghteousness and sincerıty (MP7S arl
a\la Ya Isa 111 OW tO despise thıs kınd of bribe”. In the 1g of
thıs ıf admıt that there 1s GVn the slıghtest possı1ıbılıty that (G0d brıbes, thıs
WOU 1IMPIY the admıssıon that (G0d 1S Dy nature By virtue of Hıs
omn1potence, however, (G0d does not need be orrupted NOT Corrup
er L1LCAaSON 1S that In the Casc deseribed by Isa 45:13 7i Wäas not EVCIN

NCCCSSaLY. According the (eXt, In fact, Cyrus has acted 7 752 („ın
rıgheousness‘‘): thıs extual specıfication actually represents evaluatıon of
Cyrus act1ons. Thıs specıficatıon 1s indeed enough o explaın why the nmW-gift
Was nNOL g1ven. The rıghteousness of Cyrus behavıour dıd nOot actually requıre
anı Yy T1 Cyrus actions m1g have requıred 7D2W-„recompense‘‘, perhaps, but
nNnOTt nmW-..bribe”. 10 conclude, the „potential” character of the nW-gift 1S
actually the result of implıcıt and careful hought about incorruptibilıty.
Thıs kınd of reflection actually CINCITSCS elsewhere and often in the

Thıs m1g ave een theoretically poss1ble: W-gift Can In fact be sed form NCW allıances
between 1Ings ell betrayals SCC for instance Kgs 1A9 Kgs 16:7.8
See Iso Ps u  Un

204 ZAH 71 28 Band 2008—201



Gift-giving instrument influence Israel’s hıstory

confirmatıon that God 0€eSs nNnOot accept anıy nmW-g1ft 15 OUuUnN! for instance iın
Deut

N N 127771 a b \ ON - 5 N mö S Y , möö T1
717 M \ 5ö 275 w RS

„FOor HWH yYOUI (Gj0d 1S God of gods and Lord of ords, the great, the mighty
and the err1ıble God, who 1s not partıal and takes ‘Ü“33‚

1mılar cons1ıderations AI also echoed Dy the late languages of the Bible*“, Ben
Sira  235 ASs ell d by Qumran Hebrew”®

4.0 CONCLUSION

The applıcatıon of to the exXemes A 759; and mW, together wıth further
interpretation of the lınguistic data wıth reference to lınguistic (1.E
narratıve and contextual) aspects, achi1eved [WO maın results: (a) the ONC hand
ıt confirmed the e relevance of gift-g1ving In the 1  ©, ıts eXis and ıts
culture, as powerful instrument of ideologıcal Justiıficatiıon of Israel’s History;
(b) the other hand ıt led to the theologica conclusıon that God 15
incorruptible Diıid really eed draw such conclusıons? The answWeTr
thıs question 1s not the thesıs of the present DaDCI, C Just almed at
demonstratıng that it 1S poss1ıble to usec of obtaınıng theologıca
and cultural ata wıth posıtıve and ob)ective result.
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Abstract:

fter introductory descr1iption of the essentıal theoretica not10ns of the semantıc eOrY NOwnN
„Componentıa. Analysıs of Meanıng"” CA) the first secti1on of the fOocuses the semantıc
relatıons between three members of the Lexıcal Fıeld of the substantıves of „gifl“37 In Ancıent
Hebrew The ree exemes dIiC mD, ADbrnbe”, „{ „reward““, and A, „substitutive gift“‘;
eIr semantıc relatıons arec investigated wıthın the prophetical/poetical language of the Hebrew
Bıble. The second section of the TAaW SOTIIC conclusıons concerning the
theologıcal/cultural value of the g1fts eferred by ese ree exemes in the 1g of Iınguistic
results. At the end of the the followıng interpretation 15 proposed: gift-g21ving plays key role

ideological instrument sed explaın, Justify ell found theologıcal perspectiıve
Israel’s Hıstory.
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