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V1 Reconstruction of Pre-Exilic Biblical Hebrew (EBHP)

1. Aims in Reconstructing EBHP

Box - Identifying Pre-Exilic Biblical Texts

2. Changes in the Pronunciation Tradition of Biblical Hebrew Between EBHP and that Recorded in the

Tiberian Masoretic Tradition (early 10t century CE)

3. Guidelines | Have Used in Reconstructing EBHP

4. Examples of the EBHP Vocalization of Biblical Hebrew Texts

a. Archaic or Archaizing Poetic Texts

i) Blessing of Jacob (Genesis 49:1-27)

ii) Song of the Sea (Exodus 15:1b-18)

iii)) The Oracles of Balaam (poetic portions of Numbers 23:7-24:24)

iv) Haazinu (Deuteronomy 32:1-43)

V) Blessing of Moses (Deuteronomy 33)

vi) Song of Deborah (Judges 5)

vii) Lament of David (Il Samuel 1:19-27)

b. Various Short Poems:. Genesis 2:23; Genesis 3:14-19; Genesis 4:6-7; Genesis 4:23b-24; Genesis 8:22; Genesis
9:6; Genesis 9:25-27; Genesis 12:2-3; Genesis 14:19-20; Genesis 16:10-12; Genesis 24:60; Genesis 25:23; Genesis
27:28-29; Genesis 27:39-40; Genesis 35:10-12; Genesis 48:15-16; Genesis 48:20; Exodus 32:18; Numbers 6:24-26;
Numbers 10:35-36; Numbers 12:6b-8a; Numbers 21:14,15,17-18; Numbers 21:27-30; Joshua 10:12-13 (poetic portion);
Judges 9:8-15; Judges 14:14, 18; Judges 15:16 (poetic portion); Judges 16:23-24 (poetic portion); 1 Samuel 15:22b-23; 1
Samuel 18:7 (poetic portion); 2 Samuel 3:33-34 (poetic portions); 2 Samuel 20:1 (poetic portion); 1 Kings 8:12-13; 1 Kings
12:16 (poetic portion); 2 Kings 19:21b-28; 2 Kings 19:31; 2 Kings 19:32b-34.
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c. Psalmic Poetry
i) I Samuel Chapt. 22 (Second version Psalm 18)

i) Psalm 23

i) Psalm 114
iv) Psalm 121
v) Psalm 122
vi) Psalm 130

d. Song of Songs Chapt. 1
e. Prophetic Poetry

i) Jer. 1: 11-12; Jer. 1: 18-19; Jer. 19:14-15; Zeph. 3:1-2; Deut 15:1,4

ii) Amos 3:3-6; 3:8; 5:5-7; 5:10-12; 5:16b-17; 6:12; 8:7-10; 9:5-6; 9:13

f. Prose Texts

i) Genesis 2:18-24

if) Genesis 4:1-3; Genesis 13:4-14; Joshua 7:1-3

iii) Siloam Inscription

VI Reconstruction of EBHP

1. Introduction

It goes without saying that the pronunciation of pre-exilic Biblical Hebrew (c. 1000-600

BCE) varied with "...socio-economic class, professional standing, degree and type of
education, religious affiliation, ethnic origin, generation, and even sex."t We should aim
at recovering, as closely as possible, the pronunciation that a scribe in Jerusalem 700-
600 BCE would have used in reading poetry to upper class Judeans or members of the
king’s court ([EBHP]). For poems of northern origin this might have included some
features of northern pronunciation which would share some of the phonetic features of

Phoenician and Aramaic such as the contraction of diphthongs. The clearest example of

such a poem is the Song of Deborah.

Scribes trained in Jerusalem 700-600 BCE were likely the authors of the bulk of
surviving JEH e.g. Siloam Inscription, Lachish ostraca, Arad ostraca etc. The same

circles were likely the composers and/or transmitters of most of the pre-exilic biblical
texts. JEH documents have been preserved in their original language and orthography
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and, within limits, can serve as a guide to pronunciation. Except for archaisms used in
poetry, the pre-exilic biblical texts would very likely have conformed to the norms of
JEH.

| aim to do the following listed in rough order of importance:

(1) Distinguish the consonantal and vowel phonemes and indicate their

likely pronunciation. This will require, among other things, differentiating

between:
> long (geminated) and short consonants;

» different qualities of vowels with emphasis on qualitative differences

that are phonemic; and,

> between diphthongs, long vowels (phonological or phonetic?), short

vowels and the absence of vowels.

(2) Establish the number of syllables and their boundaries and syllable length;

and,

(3) Establish the syllable carrying the word stress (primary or secondary).

This will require an understanding of:
i) Pronunciation — the main differences between:

» the probable phonology and use of vowel letters of Biblical Hebrew at

time of writing;

» the pronunciation tradition embodied in the Tiberian vocalization; and,

> Hebrew as it is pronounced in modern Israel.

ii) Script and Orthography:

> the appearance of the text in different historical periods and the latitude

this provided for mistakenly replacing one letter by another; and,

> the development of orthography and its impact on the range of
meanings and pronunciations that could be attributed to the original

consonantal skeleton.

Box
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Can Biblical Texts be Linguistically Dated?s

Regrettably the answer must be no*. For many years the careful research of Avi Hurvitz5 seemed to

indicate that pre-exilic CBH could be linguistically distinguished from the very similar post-exilic PCBH with

the Hebrew of Jeremiah and Ezekiel falling between the two. However, recent scholarship (see Young
1993, Zevit 2004, Zevit 2005, Zevit 2006) has made it clear that what Hurvitz had taken as indicators of

chronological change in the language could also have been caused by different degrees of openness to

spoken dialects (of which we know almost nothing) and Aramaic forms$, differences due to genre?,

preferences of different scribal circles, author's idiolect etc. etc.8

At the current state of play we can say the following;

Probably CBH represents a literary dialect current in Jerusalem scribal and ruling circles in the late
eighth to early sixth centuries BCE.® It was likely the literary register corresponding to the official
governmental register - JEH. However, CBH continued to be written into the Persian period. In the
pre-exilic period the normal formal speech used by these scribal and ruling circles may or may not
have been substantially different from CBH. Nb. all pre-exilic CBH texts would have undergone

orthographic modernization and an unknown amount of editing in the Persian period1°.

Probably PCBH represents a literary dialect current in Jerusalem scribal circles in the Persian
period. During this period the spoken languages would have been proto-Mishnaic Hebrew and/or

Aramaic and the administrative language was Imperial Aramaic. Both CBH and PCBH would have

been so distant from proto-Mishnaic spoken Hebrew that they would have had to be learned

virtually as another language form.

Probably ABH represents a poetic literary register, including stock archaic forms, used for poetry
set in the remote past by scribes who would normally write CBH or even PCBH'".

It is now clear that much additional work must be done before the usefulness of language analysis in dating

biblical passages can be reassessed. This is well described in the last paragraphs of Zevit 2004.
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2. Changes in the Pronunciation Tradition of Biblical Hebrew Between
EBHP and that Recorded in the Tiberian Masoretic Tradition (early 10th
century CE)

Justification of Proposals for Early Biblical Hebrew Pronunciation

If we assume that the Tiberian Masoretes simply encoded a traditional pronunciation, it is

reasonable to insist that any proposals regarding the grammar and pronunciation of EBHP and
JEH must be supported by a reconstruction of how the form could have developed into attested
TH given our understanding of the linguistic changes that took place between EBHP/JEH and TH.

(Of course, the same requirement separately exists for BHaum, BHpai, and BHak-Lat) 2.

Tiberian Masoretic Text (MT) has in general satisfactorily preserved the consonantal system of

pre-exilic Hebrew. However, it is clear that the vocalization of the MT differs systemically in
many ways from the pronunciation of EBHP of over a millennium earlier. These systemic

differences, many of which were influenced by Aramaic, can often be identified through

comparative grammar. Among the most important changes, mainly phonetic, which can be
detected in Hebrew after 600 BCE, are the following. As you will note, some of these changes
had already begun to take place before the exile’s.

a) The process whereby the place of stress replaced vowel and consonant length as phonemic

went to completion'+. The Tiberian vocalization system (/TH/*) marked:
> all the phonemes in their reading tradition;

> such allophones (eg. o = p [f] and gemination) as were required for “correct” reading of
the biblical text according to the Tiberian reading tradition.

The Tiberian system did not explicitly mark vowel length - see Were there Long and Short Vowels in
Tiberian Hebrew (TH)?
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b) Disappearance of intervocalic /h/.
» This had been well advanced in the pre-exilic period’s. E.g.
*/lahas'su:s/ > /las'su:s/ 010 <Isws> “for the horse™s;
*/lyahas'mi:d/ or */yshas'mi:d/ > /yas'mi:d/ Tnw <ySmys> "he will destroy".

> In afew cases it is unknown when the intervocalic /h/ disappeared. The most important

case is that of the third person masculine pronominal suffix.

» In the post-exilic period this went further —e.g. /lahas'mi:d/ (esnp); /lshas'mid/ (tHr);

Nlas'mi:d/ T™nw5 <lhSmyd> (v+) “to destroy™”

c) Elision of syllable-or word-final glottal stop (/'/[7]) and /y/ — usually with a lengthening of the

preceding vowel

d) <> /§/ [1] > <b, 0> /s/ [s] this commenced before the finalization of the consonantal text of
the Hebrew Bible as is shown by a number of cases where original & Sis written o s. E.g. po0

= pow = “to be sufficient etc.”.

e) The insertion of a short vowel into non word-final diphthongs

e.g. n"a */'bayt/ ¢esxp) > na /'bayit/ ¢tHr; min /'mawt/ ¢esHP) - 'mawet/ ['mo:weB] (th) nn. 18
f) 'Segolation™*
g) Philippi's law

h) Law of attenuation

i) Spirantization of the bgdkpt Consonants

j) Neutralization of velar and pharyngeal phonemes (/h/>/h/, /§/>/¢/)20 . This resulted in the

elimination of the phonemic distinction between some words. (See Lexicon of Unmarked Consonantal

Phonemes in Biblical Hebrew /g/[y] AND Lexicon of Unmarked Consonantal Phonemes in Biblical Hebrew /b/ [x))

E.gs.
» Ty = "as far as” - */cad/ (esnr) > /cad/ (THr)
» Ty = “permanently, forever” - */'gad: (esxpr > /'cad/ rmHi
» whn <hIs>. Two distinct roots are found in EBHP which merge when /h/>/h/

. vhiS "to be weak"
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. *vhiS "to defeat"

k) Pretonic vowel lengthening

I) Reduction of certain vowels to shewa (*/yid'rusi/ (esrpr) - Jyidre'Su/ ¢tHr) *yidra'fu:] (TH)
wnT “they sought etc.”) or, in the environment of a laryngeal consonant, to another ultra-short

vowel (e.g. */yim'catu:/ - Tiberian /yimea'tu/ (tHr)0yn»)

m) Weakening of the pharyngeal and laryngeal consonants2' which resulted in:

> The loss of the ability of these consonants to geminatez2 which in turn often caused a
lengthening of the preceding vowel®. E.g. 7102 = “he was blessed” */bur'rak/ (esHp/) -
/bo'rak/ (tHr) *[bo:'re:x] (TH.

» Vowel changes before gutturals (laryngeals) E.gs.

e vnv “hearer, hears” (ms. ga/a.p.) */S6'me:®/ (esHpr) -
/So'meac/> *[ Jo:'me:ec] (tH). Cf. to the parallel forms in a root identical except that it
does not have a guttural - ynw = “hearer, hears” (ms. ga/ap.)

*/S6'me:r/ (eBHPr) —» /Somer/ *[fo:me:r] (TH).

« nynv “hearer, hears” (fs. ga/ap.) */S0'mact/ (esHp/+) -

/so'ma.act/ *[Jo:'me:.ec6] (tH). Cf. to the parallel forms in a root identical except that it
does not have a guttural - "nw “guard, guarding” (ms. ga/ap.)

*/So'mart/ ¢esrpr) - /So'meret/ *[ fo'me:re6] (tH).

« At times these changes eliminate important distinctions maintained in pre-exilic
Hebrew - e.g. TH ga/and Ajphil PC 3ms. is Ny while the EBHP would have been -
gal *lyic'lé/ ; hiphil *lyac'lé/.

3. Guidelines | Have Used in Reconstructing the EBHP Vocalization of
the First Temple Period Hebrew

(1) Syllables

a. Syllabic Structure >

Every syllable in EBHP had one of the following patternszs which are similar to some
varieties of spoken Arabic?’:
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» CV = consonant — short vowel e.g. */la/ "to, for" TH /ls/ ‘7

> CVV = consonant - long vowel e.g. /30/, the first syllable of TH "Ii¥/ (*/S0'me:r/

(EBHP/*) );

» CVC = consonant - short vowel — consonant e.g. /yim/ in10yn» pre-exilic */yim'
catu/ > lyimeatu/ [yimsatu:] (rh);
» CVVC = consonant - long vowel OR diphthong — consonant e.g. (esHr)

I'stus/ "horse"; */'bayt/ "house"

» CVCC = consonant — short vowel — consonant — consonant e.g.
*I'malk/ ¢esnpy > /'me'lek/ rme:'lex) tH). (In TH these mostly developed later into

segolates (see http://www.houseofdavid.ca/problem5.pdf) though some final consonantal

clusters remain e.g. 72°1).
From the point of view of syllable length these can be divided into 3 quantities;
» Short Syllables - i.e. CV = consonant — short vowel;

» Medium Length Syllables - i.e. CVV = consonant — long vowel OR diphthong; or

CVC = consonant — short vowel — consonant;

» Long Syllables - i.e. CVVC = consonant — long vowel — consonant; or CVCC =

consonant — short vowel — consonant — consonant .

Words Significantly Different in Pronunciation in EBHP

Numerals in Pre-Exilic Hebrew

c. Background to Syllabic Stress - (See excursus Evolution of Pronunciation and Stress Patterns )

d. Marking of Syllabic Stress

> | will assume that primary word stress in BH was limited to: (a) verbs and,

(b) nouns (substantives, adjectives, numbers, and pronouns2s) in the absolute case. In
the transcriptions, the syllable carrying primary word stress are generally in bold with
the IPA symbol ' preceding the primary stressed syllable;

> All other words (nouns in the construct case and particles> - adverbs (including
negatives), prepositions, conjunctions etc.): other than mono-syllabic prepositions and
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conjunctions (see below) are assumed to carry a secondary stress which | indicate by
the IPA symbol , preceding the syllable carrying the secondary stress;

> Mono-syllabic prepositions and conjunctions, almost always connected to the
following word in the MT by a maqqgeph/makef (fPn) clearly stand midway between
inseparable prepositions, which are never stressed, and ordinary nouns in the construct
(See Gesenius Hebrew Grammar 16.1) which carry secondary stress. | have assumed
that the following, except when they have become independent forms by being
combined with prefixes (other than wa), carry no stress. In the transcriptions | have

replaced the makef by a hyphen.

TH /EBHP/31 [EBHP] %2 Meaning
58 rill [7gh] to
-58 rall [el-] don’t
“DNR rim/ [t1m-] if
NR lat/ or l'it/ either possibly (sign of direct object of verb)
pronounced [7€t-]
-‘7? Ikul(l)/ [kull-] all of
-l /min/ [m1n-] from
7Y [cad/ [Ted-] up to
-5y [eal/ [Sel-] upon
18 /pan/ or /pin/ either possibly lest

pronounced [pen-]

(2) Phones and Phonemes (see excursus Phonemic Structure of Pre-Exilic, Tiberian and Israeli

Hebrew Contrasted; box Phones and Phonemes)

It must be always remembered that:

» phonemic reconstructions, in our case /EBHP/, show the functional structure of the

language's sound system while phonetic reconstructions, in our case [EBHP], attempt to

represent how it may have sounded;
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the reconstruction of [EBHP] must be largely based on Tiberian pointing, which is mainly

phonemics4, the consonantal (PMT) text, which is phonemic and comparative Semitic
linguistics. This necessitates the reconstruction of /EBHP/ which then serves as the base
for the reconstruction of [EBHP];

phonemic reconstructions will always be more certain than phonetic reconstructions. In our

case [EBHP] represents one, out of many, possible reconstructions of how /EBHP/ may

have sounded. The most important guide in delineating the range of phonetic variation

associated with the vowel phonemes are their ranges of values in modern varieties of

Arabic (see Aramaic and Arabic as Guides to Reconstructing EBHP).

a. Consonants

[ Table - Consonantal Phonemes in Biblical, Tiberian Masoretic and Israeli Hebrew

ii. Box - Consonantal Polyphony in Biblical Hebrew3s

These are marked as follows in the 7ransposed into Tiberian Graphemes columns. |.e.
» N =h[nh] ;= h (other transcriptions x, kh , k) [x]
» V=c V=91
> U=S§[];w =8
fii. Behaviour of Gutturals and Resh

In TH the letters 9YMANR do not geminate and in compensation, often lengthen the
preceding vowel. In addition P, 1, and consonantal i1 when they end a word, are generally
preceded by a helping vowel usually the furtive patah. Regarding R see 7equ. It is

probable that in pre-exilic times the phonemes represented by 1, 1, ¥,7 and X behaved

similarly to the other consonantsss.

iv. Spirantization of the bgdkpt Consonants3”

Vowels
/. | have followed the vocalization that | laid out in:

= Table - History of Stress and Pronunciation of the Hebrew Pronoun



http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew2a.htm#vowel_systemTH
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#PMT
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#aram_araB
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew2.htm#cphoneme_bti
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew2.htm#polyphony
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia#TH
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gemination
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#furt_pat_pro
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#ALIPH
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_12.htm#weak_gut
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#bgdpt
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew3.htm#str_pronoun
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= Table - Stressed Noun Suffixes in Biblical Hebrew

= Table - Locative N

= History of Stress and Pronunciation of the Hebrew Verb

= Biblical Hebrew Numbers

ii. ‘Segolates’

fif. The dualis formed upon the singular stem. For feminine nouns with the dual suffix was

added to the feminine form preserving the original ¢ e.g. o'n'1w 'two years's.

iv. Vowel Quality*

v. Vowel Length etc.

>

It is a rule of thumb that languages which distinguish words by vowel length (English,
Classical Arabic) do not distinguish words by the location of the stressed syllable
within the word and the reverse is also true i.e. that languages which distinguish
words by the location of the stressed syllable within the word (Tiberian4 and Israeli
Hebrew) do not distinguish words by vowel length+'. In Biblical Hebrew syllable
stress and vowel length were both phonemic but neither carried much of a phonemic

load.

Vowel length was certainly a prominent feature of the Hebrew language at least until

late antiquity. Nb. Word-final VVowels of intermediate or uncertain length. In most

cases | have replaced the murmured-vowel“2 ("sewa mobile" = &) with a short vowel

(dotted below) of the quality of the original vowel (/a/, /u/ /i/) that probably occupied

that position in pre-exilic Hebrew. Thus, in EBHP, 2 3 '7 are represented as /ba/ [be],

/kal [ke] and /la/ [le] respectively+. Similarly conjunctive waw is represented as /wa/

[we]+.

The use of vowel letters provides a partial guide to the presence of many of the long
vowels with the exception of long a. In Canaanite, including proto-Hebrew, in most
positions long a had shifted to long o by the 14th century BCE. Thus the cases in

which & was frequent in pre-exilic Hebrew were the result of morpho-phonetic

changes post-14th century BCE:
« the third person perfect masculine singular of the ///-H verbs - e.g.

*/ra'sé/ (esHpPr) < */ra'sayal (pH) "he wanted etc." 4.


http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew3.htm#st_noun_suf
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew3.htm#locative
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew3.htm#locative
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew3a.htm
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_numerals.htm
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#segolates
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#qual_st_vow
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew2a.htm#vowel_systemBH
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#fin_st_vowls
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia#rest_vow
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Shwa
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#bakala
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#nws_lg_a
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_12.htm#canaanite_shift
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew3.htm#long_a
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#EBHphonem_plus
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia#PH
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the third person feminine singular of the Qa/suffix conjugation - e.g.

*/ya'lada/ ¢esrpr) < */ya'ladat/ (pH) "she gave birth"s.

the feminine singular noun/adjective suffix - e.g.

*lyal'da(h)/ ¢esnrr) < */yal'datu/ (pH) "girl".

the second person masculine singular pronoun -

*/"at.ta(:)/ EsHP) < */"an.tad/ pH)

a number of suffixes might have been anceps.

> Long proto-Semitic vowels remained long in Biblical Hebrew+?. Contracted

diphthongs are also long. In other cases, it is not always clear when some of the

originally short vowels were lengthened.

> Heterogeneous Diphthong Contraction

vi. Word-Final Short Vowels

vii. Vowel Qualities of Reconstructed [EBHP]

*IEBHP/* *[EBHP] Transposition Comments
Vowel Used in into Adapted
Phonemes Transcriptions Tiberian
and Sound Files | Graphemes*
Word-final stressed,
1, 1/it/ [i:]
) i pul Non-word-final
fil or i/ [ir] Word-final unstressed
In a syllable: (a) not carrying primary word
] 1 stress (marked with ' ); (b) not being word-
fil - final ending in a geminated consonant; and,
(c) the vowel corresponding to TH /e/ or /€.
[1] 2 In all other cases.
€ ¢ e lel [e] 2,13, In all cases.
[e]: na Word-final stressed
a2, a, a: /a/ :
- [a:] 2 Non-word-final
/al or [a:/ [e1] n3a, 2 Word-final unstressed
lal [a] 2 Where it corresponds to TH /e/
] N First element of the diphthong /ay/ [ey]

corresponding to TH /e/ [e:] or /¢/ [€:].



http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#pc_sc_stress
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#final_heh
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#anceps
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#dip_ctr
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#fin_st_vowls
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#EBHphonetic
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#EBHphonem_plus
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#EBHphonetic
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia#wfucl
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#ar_nonfinall
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#lg_str
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#lg_str
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#dip_ctr
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*IEBHP/* *[EBHP] Transposition Comments
Vowe/ Used in into Adapted
Phonemes Transcriptions Tiberian
and Sound Files | Graphemes?
o N First element of the diphthong /aw/ [owiv]
- g corresponding to TH /o/ [0:]
[e] 2 In all other cases.
5, 6, o Jo:/ o] 1.:, q Word-final stressed,
- - Non-word-final
/ol or lo:/ [o7] 2 Word-final unstressed
1u:/ ] - Word-final stressed,
- Non-word-final
Iu/ or lu:/ [u] Ja Word-final unstressed
In a syllable: (a) not carrying primary word
ob N stress (marked with ' ); (b) not being word-
u/ - B final ending in a geminated consonant; and,
(c) the vowel corresponding to TH /o/ or /o/.
[v] ul In all other cases.
- |
non-phonemic [e] or [D] (i.e. [a] when it follows initial consonant of a
silent) ul syllable.
eg. ga/ms. imp.

> Vowel length - see this link

> Vowel quality - see What quality were the Short Vowels in [EBHP]?

> Since the n"o>1Aa letters were always hard (see Spirantization of the bgdkpt Consonants ) during

this period, | use the dages exclusively to indicate gemination.

» Word-final x = /'/ [1]; and, i1 = /h/ [h] (equivalent to MT ).

(3) Short and Long Forms of Prepositions etc.49

58- R, HY-5y | TY-"TY , IR-1R and 171-7137. The Albright-Cross school assumes that since
the long and short forms of these word pairs probably would not have been distinguished in the
hypothetical earliest Hebrew orthography of the north, we can freely substitute long and short
forms based on Cross’ idea of early Hebrew metrical norms. We should note that the long and

short forms would, almost certainly, be distinguished in JEH were we to have epigraphic


http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#EBHphonem_plus
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#EBHphonetic
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mid_back_rounded_vowel
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#dip_ctr
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#lg_str
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mid_back_rounded_vowel
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#vow_leng
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#sv_dec
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#bgdpt
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#JEH
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remains of the kind of poetry that uses archaic forms (i.e. R, 59, ™1 , R) in the Bible. In my
view, the use of both long and short forms in the same poem (e.g. {77 Num. 23:9; 1377 Num.

23:20) suggests that the PMT must be respected in this matter.

(4) Pre-exilic Jerusalem and Samarian Dialects

As discussed elsewhere, it is probable that the pre-exilic Hebrew literary dialects of Jerusalem

and Samaria differed in that in the Samarian dialect, as in Ugaritic and Phoenician, the
diphthong ay had contracted to € and aw may have contracted to 4 in all positions, accented
and unaccented, medial and final, except when another -y or —w followed whereas in

Jerusalem Hebrew these diphthongs did not contracted before the orthography had stabilized

(see Heterogeneous Diphthong Conlraction).

(5) Proper Nouns

Unless | have a specific reason to do otherwise, | usually follow Richter 1996 with the usual

modifications.

(6) Script and Textual Emendations

| have included textually emendation only where the MT is incomprehensible or very clearly

corrupteds. All such cases have been noted in endnotes.

When considering emendations | have borne in mind that all pre-exilic writings which became
part of the Hebrew Biblical, or were used in its preparation, were originally written in the Paleo-
Hebrew alphabet with the sort of spelling found in JEH of the First Temple period.5' In the post-

exilic period, Paleo-Hebrew scriptural texts were transliterated into the Aramaic/Square

Hebrew script and its present (PMT) orthography i.e. with the addition of many internal vowel

letters. A very few textss2, may have been originally written first in the purely consonantal
Phoenician style before being transcribed into the orthography of JEH. For each of these

stages, the text must be seen in the relevant alphabet and orthography to understand likely
confusion of letters and the range of meanings possible. N.b. as the use of vowel letters
increased, the range of possible vocalizations and meanings of the text was reduced.


http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#PMT
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew.htm#dialects
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_tequ.htm#dip_ctr
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb.htm#richter96
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb.htm#richter_achiev
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Masoretic_text
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Paleo-Hebrew_alphabet
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#JEH
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aramaic_alphabet
http://www.adath-shalom.ca/history_of_hebrew2a.htm#ML1
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_5.htm#orth
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Phoenician_languages#Phonology.2C_grammar_and_vocabulary
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To show the variation of appearance of the texts written in the various forms of script | have
chosen the following:

1) Pre-EBHP (1000-700 BCE)

For this period®3 which probably saw the recording of the earliest Biblical literature, | have used
the script of the Moabite Mesha Stele (9th century BCE). Note the following:

» Ada Yardeni® classifies the script of the Mesha Stele as “Hebrew Script” already

beginning to slightly to diverge from contemporary Phoenician Script.

* Encyclopedia Judaica states, “As strange as it may seem, the earliest clear Hebrew
features can be discerned in the scripts of the ninth-century Moabite inscriptions,
namely the stele of Mesha (the Moabite Stone) ...”. The Mesha script is not much
different from the contemporary script used in the Tel Dan stele. Both the Mesha and

Tel Dan scripts have fonts available on the Internet.

2) EBHP (700-586 BCE)

a) Formal Book Hand - we do not have any examples of the formal hand likely to have been

used for highly respected texts. As a proxy, | have used the script of the Siloam Inscription (late
8th century BCE).

b) Judean Official Epistolary Script of early 6t century. The Arad and Lachish letters are
examples of this script and the related orthography (JEH style spelling) of the last decades of the
kingdom of Judah. To represent this form of writing | have used the script of the Lachish
inscriptions (c. 600 BCE)s5.

3) Post-Exilic (686 BCE-70 CE). This was the period of progressive conversion from the Paleo-
Hebrew to the Aramaic/Square Hebrew script.

» As representative of the late Paleo-Hebrew tradition | have used the 11QpaleoLev
script (second c. BCE)ss;

* Representative of the Aramaic/Square Hebrew scripts:
= for the early post-exilic script, | have used:

» Persian Empire Imperial Aramaic script (6t-4th c. BCE)57; and,


http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#EBHphonem
http://www.kchanson.com/ANCDOCS/westsem/mesha.html
http://www.kchanson.com/ANCDOCS/westsem/teldan.html
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Siloam_inscription
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#JEH
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> Egyptian Aramaic script of the fifth century BCE.

= for the later Jewish book hands | have used the Habakkuk Pesher script (150-100
BCE).

4. Examples of Reconstructed EBHP Vocalization of Biblical Hebrew Texts

a. Archaic or Archaizing Biblical Hebrew (ABH) Poetic Texts

i) Blessing of Jacob (Genesis 49:1-27)

Table 1 - Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into

Tiberian Graphemes

Table 2 - Reconstructed Pre-Exilic Orthographies

Table 3 - Proto-Masoretic Orthography

ii) Song of the Sea (Exodus 15:1b-18)

Table 1 - Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into

Tiberian Graphemes

Table 2 - Reconstructed Pre-Exilic Orthographies

Table 3 - Proto-Masoretic Orthography

iii) The Oracles of Balaam (poetic portions of Numbers 23 - Numbers 24)

Table 1 - Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into

Tiberian Graphemes

Table 2 - Reconstructed Pre-Exilic Orthographies

Table 3 - Proto-Masoretic Orthography

iv) Ha'azinu (Deuteronomy 32:1-43)

Table 1 - Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into
Tiberian Graphemes

Table 2 - Reconstructed Pre-Exilic Orthographies


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aramaic_alphabet
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Habakkuk_Commentary
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_abb_dia.htm#ABH
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_anc_heb_biy_t1.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_anc_heb_biy_t2.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_anc_heb_biy_t3.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_shirym_t1.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_shirym_t2.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_shirym_t3.pdf
http://bible.oremus.org/?passage=Numbers+23
http://bible.oremus.org/?passage=Numbers+24
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_balaam_t1.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_balaam_t2.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_balaam_t3.pdf
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Table 3 - Proto-Masoretic Orthography

v) Blessing of Moses (Deuteronomy 33)

Table 1 - Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into

Tiberian Graphemes

Table 2 - Reconstructed Pre-Exilic Orthographies

Table 3 - Proto-Masoretic Orthography

vi) Song of Deborah (Judges 5)

Table 1 - Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into

Tiberian Graphemes

Table 2 - Reconstructed Pre-Exilic Orthographies

Table 3 - Proto-Masoretic Orthography

Table 4 - Metrics

vii) Lament of David (Il Samuel 1:19-27)

b. Various Short Poems:. Genesis 2:23; Genesis 3:14-19; Genesis 4:6-7; Genesis 4:23b-24; Genesis 8:22;
Genesis 9:6; Genesis 9:25-27; Genesis 12:2-3; Genesis 14:19-20; Genesis 16:10-12; Genesis 24:60; Genesis
25:23; Genesis 27:28-29; Genesis 27:39-40; Genesis 35:10-12; Genesis 48:15-16; Genesis 48:20; Exodus 32:18;
Numbers 6:24-26; Numbers 10:35-36; Numbers 12:6b-8a; Numbers 21:14,15,17-18; Numbers 21:27-30; Joshua
10:12-13 (poetic portion); Judges 9:8-15; Judges 14:14, 18; Judges 15:16 (poetic portion); Judges 16:23-24
(poetic portion); 1 Samuel 15:22b-23; 1 Samuel 18:7 (poetic portion); 2 Samuel 3:33-34 (poetic portions); 2
Samuel 20:1 (poetic portion); 1 Kings 8:12-13; 1 Kings 12:16 (poetic portion); 2 Kings 19:21b-28; 2 Kings 19:31; 2
Kings 19:32b-34.

Table 1 - Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into

Tiberian Graphemes

Table 2 - Reconstructed Pre-Exilic Orthographies

Table 3 - Proto-Masoretic Orthography



http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_bim_t1.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_bim_t2.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_bim_t3.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_shirdb_t1.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_shirdb_t2.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_shirdb_t3.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_shirdb_t4.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_Short_Poems_t1.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_Short_Poems_t2.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_Short_Poems_t3.pdf
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c¢. Psalmic Poeftry
i) I Samuel Chapt. 22 (Second version Psalm 18)

Table 1 - Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization and Text in Pre-9th BCE
Orthography

ii) Psalm 23

iii) Psalm 114
iv) Psalm 121
v) Psalm 122

vi) Psalm 130

d. Song of Songs Chapt. 1

e. Prophetic Poetry
i) Jer. 1: 11-12; Jer. 1: 18-19; Jer. 19:14-15; Zeph. 3:1-2; Deut 15:1,4

» Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization and Transposition into Tiberian

Graphemes Based on Harris

> Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into Tiberian

Graphemes by David Steinberg -

ii) Amos 3:3-6; 3:8; 5:5-7; 5:10-12; 5:16b-17; 6:12; 8:7-10; 9:5-6; 9:13

» Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization and Transposition into Tiberian Graphemes

Based on Stuart

> Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into Tiberian

Graphemes by David Steinberg

f Prose Texts

i) Genesis 2:18-24


http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_har.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_har_ds.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_amos_stuart.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_amos_ds.pdf
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» Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization and Transposition into Tiberian

Graphemes Based on Beyer

> Reconstructed First Temple Vocalization (EBHP) and Transposition into Tiberian

Graphemes by David Steinberg

ii) Vocalization of: Genesis 4:1-3; Genesis 13:4-14; Joshua 7:1-3 - Reconstructed First Temple

Vocalization and Transposition into Tiberian Graphemes

iii) Siloam Inscription

» Text of the Siloam Inscription

> Vocalization of the Siloam Inscription Based on Beyer

» Vocalization of the Siloam Inscription by David Steinberg

T Mitchel 1993 p. 10.

2 Quoted frolm JoUon-Muraoka 1991 p. 38.

“ In addition to phonetic length, i.e. length which can be measured by some mechanical device, one can
also speak of phonological length. For instance, one can regard - of the adjective 122 as long, since it is
not subject to the vowel deletion rule as in, say, the m.pl. * 123, whereas the vowel notated by the same

sign would be phonologically short in the verb 723,as is evident from, say, the Qal pf. 3pl. 1122.

Analogously, if pafahis to be regarded as phonologically short, paradigmatic analogy requires that seré
and holem are to be so considered wa% as against 1'ng» and 1nY; My’ as against 1'0p and T23; W as

against w1 p and 190....

Whilst this is not a historical grammar, it can be helpful to have some understanding of how the Tiberian
Hebrew vowel system relates to its hypothetical Proto-Hebrew or Proto-Semitic. Thus the variation
between the absolute form o7 and its construct form -n7T can be said to reflect a pre-Tiberian pre-stress
lengthening of an earlier short /a/. Again, the holem in 2'v and b n "Sxcan be traced back to an earlier
long /a/ (as preserved in Arm. 20, and Arm. nx or Arb. /ilah/. It is for this reason that we shall have
occasion below to speak about short or long vowels in hypothetical "primitive" or "original" forms. One can
also observe that a long vowel causes an original /to drop out: *sirar> 2Ny bag; on the other hand, *cinab

> 21y grapes. Likewise *rupab > ainn square... but *Swear> 1y v horrible.. ..

[T]he transition from quantitative to qualitative distinction in the Hebrew vowels appears to have taken
place relatively late. Transcription of Hebrew in the Septuagint and the second column of Origen's
Hexapla as well as explicit statements by St Jerome (4t cent.) all point to quantitative distinction.”

3 See general discussion in Kofoed 2005 chapt. 3.


http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_gen2_beyer.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_gen2_ds.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_gen_josh.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/siloam.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_siloam_beyer.pdf
http://www.houseofdavid.ca/anc_heb_siloam_ds.pdf
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4 The following is quoted from Young 2005 (full references in original) -

Standard Biblical Hebrew, therefore, was used in the post-exilic period, very likely being written at the
same time as other works were being produced in Late Biblical Hebrew. Avi Hurvitz and Mark Rooker
have demonstrated that the language of the exilic prophet Ezekiel displays a considerable Late Biblical
Hebrew element. Ezekiel's setting in the first half of the sixth century B.C.E. puts him earlier than other
biblical books which were written in Standard Biblical Hebrew, such as the final redaction of the book of

Kings, Second Isaiah, or the aforementioned Haggai and Zechariah....

The differences between Standard Biblical Hebrew and Late Biblical Hebrew are often very subtle. |
sampled parallel passages in both the Standard Biblical Hebrew books of Samuel and Kings and the Late
Biblical Hebrew book of Chronicles. | found that in my sample passages, there was a typical Late Biblical
Hebrew linguistic variation roughly every fifty words. Taking into account all linguistic variations, | found
one linguistic variation every twenty-three words. To put it another way: in these passages, twenty-two
out of every twenty-three words are identical whether found in Standard Biblical Hebrew or Late Biblical
Hebrew. Standard Biblical Hebrew and Late Biblical Hebrew are substantially the same, with only
occasional linguistic differences.

| have argued that the stabilized MT emerged as the sole Jewish Hebrew Biblical text by the late first
century C.E. Before this, however, our Hebrew textual evidence indicates that Biblical Hebrew linguistic
features were transmitted by the scribes with a great degree of fluidity. A fifth of Qumran Biblical
manuscripts, the so-called Qumran practice scrolls, are characterized by their systematically different
linguistic features. In the columns | sampled, 1Qlsa (a) differed from the MT in a linguistic variation once

every seven to eighteen words. In other words, more often than Samuel-Kings differs from Chronicles. ...

Only about 15% of the Qumran Biblical scrolls have a notably close relationship with the MT. The rest,
even when only displaying sporadic, not systematic linguistic differences, still indicate that language was
a fluid element of the transmission of the Biblical text.... All of our 