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Clause in the Biblical Hebrew,” ATS 87 (St. Ottilien: EOS, 2009). ¥ =F2
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<H 1> 2359l ‘Xt HH 20

CFIE =] 5of 5 80]
cto] X} WE: Wortebene word level morphology
cho] 22 x4 WHEE: word group level |morpho-syntax,
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25 X SE: Satzebene clausal level syntax
TE: Textebene textual level —
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BAE BAE oJZoly] 247 1682 Al
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Elberfelder: Das sei ferne von uns, dass wir den
Herrn verlassen und anderen Gottern dienen!
NRSV: Far be it from us that we should forsake

the Lord to serve other gods
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a. I yplintroduced pp{to Mary}l npfsome friends that John had brought
1 2 3 4
to the partyll.

b. I vplintroduced npfsome friends that John had brought to the

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

party} pplto Maryl}.
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11) Hawkins, “A Parsing Theory of Word Order Universals,” LI 21/2 (1990), 233.
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12) Dik, The Theory of Functional Grammar, Part 1. The Structure of the Clanse, Functional
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a. preferred I B e B e B |
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AR AAE, 9 b A F-E vl A8 A% (Decrescendo: 7
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Analysis of the Verbal Clause in the Biblical Hebrew,” 125-126.
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<Abstract>

Naming Formula and Marriage Formula:

fixed forms founded by the quantitative-structural analysis of
BH

Ph. D., Wonjun Joo
(Hannim Biblical Institute)

This study, introducing Richter’s methodology of the linguis-
tic analysis of BH, tries the new methodological framework of
the Quantitative Structure of the BH clause. The psycholignuistic
interpretation that the human languages have the strong ten-
dency to be structured according to the PIC(Principle of
Increasing Parts) for the more efficient cognition of the hearer,
inspires the re-examination of the BH texts if it is also structured
for the advantage of the hearer or not; and if not, why and
what is going on. The PIC-keepng clause, that is, the smaller
starting constituent with the huge ending one, is called
Crescendo, which is unmarked and statistically absolute majority
in HB.
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In the course of the analysis and evaluation of the quantita-
tive structure of all verbal clause of prose in Gen-2Kings, how-
ever, a very interesting phenomenon on the textual surface is
found in two referencies; Firstly, with the very first appearance
of the new proper name, it is frequently introduced in form
“89p —ow-the proper name”, so-called “naming formula.” It is
interesting that the usual Crescendo is not taking place, so that
the proper name finishes the clause generating the unusual
Decrescendo-ending. It serves to hold the attention of the hearer
to the last and decisive word producing the cognitive deviating
wave in the Crescendo prevailing text.

Secondly, when the marriage is reported, it is frequently car-
ried in “@/mpb/mn—minS(or oW in plural)”’, so called
“marriage formula”, also generating the Decrescendo-finishing.
From the quantitative-strutural perspective, an additional formal
criteria is added to the traditional studies of such a sentence
reporting the change of social status, i.e. king or prophet: this
is the more fixed from than any other clause of the change
of the social status.



