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Prose Texts,” Johann Cook, ed., Bible and Computer: The Stellenbosch AIBI-6
Conference: Proceedings of the Association Internationale Bible et Informatique “From Alpha
to Byte”: University of Stellenbosch, 17-21 July, 2000 (Leiden: Brill, 2002), 277-279
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Observations,” Proceedings of the Eighth World Congress of Jewish Studies, Jerusalem,
Aungust 16-21, 1981: Panel Sessions: Bible Studies and Hebrew Language (Jerusalem:
World Union of Jewish Studies, 1983), 69-82. E#17159] Slg¢] tfsgt @O =
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t}: Jacob Milgrom, “The Antiquity of the Priestly Source: A Reply to Joseph
Blenkinsopp,” ZAW 111 (1999), 10-22; Avi Hurvitz, “Once Again: The Linguistic
Profile of the Priestly Material in the Pentateuch and Its Historical Age: A
Response to J. Blenkinsopp,” ZAW 112 (2000), 180-191; Gary A. Rendsburg,
“Once More the Dual: With Replies to J. Blau and J. Blenkinsopp,” ANES 38
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Transition Period in Biblical Hebrew: A Study in Post-Exilic Hebrew and Its Implications
Jor the Dating of Psalms (Jerusalem: Bialik, 1972) {Hebrew}l; Hurvitz, “The Date
of the Prose-Tale of Job Linguistically Reconsidered,” HTR 67 (1974), 17-34;
Hurvitz, “The Language of Qoheleth and Its Historical Setting within Biblical
Hebrew,” Angelika Berlejung and Pierre Van Hecke, eds., The Language of Qobeler
in Its Context: Essays in Honour of Prof. A. Schoors on the Occasion of His Seventieth
Birthday, OLA 164 (Leuven: Peeters, 2007), 23-34. F2H| =2 WHHES ol
Ql SAE2] 49 o & 59 2% 2l Ronald L. Bergey, “The Book of
Esther: Its Place in the Linguistic Milieu of Post-Exilic Biblical Hebrew Prose:
A Study in Late Biblical Hebrew,” Ph. D. Dissertation (Dropsie College for
Hebrew and Cognate Learning, 1983); Mark F. Rooker, Biblical Hebrew in
Transition: The Language of the Book of Ezekiel, JSOTSup 90 (Sheffield: JSOT Press,
1990); Gary A. Rendsburg, Linguistic Evidence for the Northern Origin of Selected
Psalms, SBLMS 43 (Atlanta: Scholars, 1990); F. W. Dobbs-Allsopp, “Linguistic
Evidence for the Date of Lamentations,” JANES 26 (1998); Richard M. Wright,
Linguistic Evidence for the Pre-Exilic Date of the Yabwistic Source, LHBOTS 419
(London: T&T Clark, 2005). %> $2H| =S W=AW UGary A.
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5) 9l& E9°], tlo|v](Philip R. Davies):= 12| In Search of ‘Ancient Israel (-2
1992%; o] Ho|RA= ATHS 479 3%F 2% London: Sheffield Academic Press,
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6) lan Young, ed., Biblical Hebrew: Studies in Chronology and Typology, JSOTSup 369
(London: T&T Clark, 2003); Hebrew Studies 46 (2005), 321-376; Hebrew Studies
47 (2006), 83-210.

7) Ian Young, Robert Rezetko, and Martin Ehrensvird, Linguistic Dating of Biblical
Texts 2 (London: Equinox, 2008).
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o EAAREolgtE golE AREE Zlojth AdleA c=AARES divl
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‘challenger arguments’2}1 A% ST}, Zevit, “review of Young, ed., Biblical
Hebrew,” RBL 6 (2004), 7 (Online: http://bookreviews.org/pdf/4084 3967.pdf)
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17) Hurvitz, “The Recent Debate on Late Biblical Hebrew: Solid Data, Experts’
Opinions, and Inconclusive Arguments,” HS 47 (2006), 206-207; Martin
Ehrensvird, “Linguistic Dating of Biblical Texts,” Young, ed., Biblical Hebrew,
176.

18) “¥27] o]%9 %7] AAM 3]H2]o]"(postexilic Early Biblical Hebrew)i=
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<Abstract>

The Debate over the Linguistic Dating of Biblical
Texts and Its Theoretical Evaluation

Dr. Dong-Hyuk Kim
(Methodist Theological University)

The present paper surveys the debate over the linguistic
dating of biblical texts and attempts to evaluate it theoretically
on the basis of the sociolinguistic concept of linguistic variability.
The traditional understanding, proposed by Avi Hurvitz and
supported by his followers, is that Early Biblical Hebrew(EBH)
and Late Biblical Hebrew(ILBH) are distinct in form and in chro-
nology and that it is possible to date a biblical text by using
only linguistic data. On the other hand, scholars such as Ian
Young, Robert Rezetko, and Martin Ehrensvird argue that EBH
and LBH are not distinct in form and in chronology and so
it is impossible to date a biblical text by using only linguistic
data. They further maintain that EBH and LBH are two con-
temporary styles from which the postexilic biblical writers were
free to choose. At the center of the debate is the fact that
EBH and LBH are in many cases defined by linguistic variation.
Sociolinguists have demonstrated that linguistic change occurs
only through linguistic variation. On the basis of this under-
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standing, the present study argues the following: First, EBH
and LBH, which are defined by linguistic variation, are rather
two phases of linguistic change of the biblical period than con-
temporary styles. Second, that linguistic change occurs only
through the state of linguistic variation entails that the change
is never instantaneous or uniform. Thus it is methodologically
not valid to date a biblical text on the basis of the profile of
ILBH or of EBH. In other words, the linguistic dating of biblical
texts is theoretically impossible.





