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Fan|ze) ARG A= A 24 P}
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1. S07104

18783 WI5}-#(J. Wellhausen)o] "ol22}ll Sate] X 5(Prolegomena
zur Geschichte Israels) 238 23138 o|F 3k A7) ot 1702 FAH
Ae] APE RlolgefHkl) o, 190630 Z3tEe] AT de] 2ol=
s|lEzjo] A BDB ©Woles Ae wf @739 vl A=(], E, D, P)&
AESR= XA FEgich2) e 19709 o] = Afsle] Bol EeiA]
A, oAl IHA AL vl 9 A9E FEA| et 52 ofds] o
ol 7P W olE0] WolEoks o2ela, FR3F ToF UEAE Bgh

©7 AR 1ol 1) o] ofEol 22 kD) e} BDB} WAl

* ohdielnl g eksl o] =S 2021 thElE wRe} dloiAlcte] olEAl)
Hop AR ATAA| A 0] A S Whol 3 e AF-2A(NRF-2021S1A5A8069436),
2023 FEAeks] Qeelethal(72 10-13Y, olgelo} AR EAD oA WiEs dus
WA Zloln). MRS Auetal FH|o =55 T AAIY WA, gk 21E ¢
8% xS 7 T w7 A=

1) J. Wellhausen, Geschichte Israels (Berlin: Reimer, 1878). 3 Al&o] ‘4128’ (prolegomena)

olgleE ot B2 AL 2WREN). Prolegomena zur Geschichte Israels, 2nd ed. (Berlin:
Reimer, 1883). 252] o] WHEL Prolegomena to the History of Israel, ]. Sutherland
Black and A. Enzies, trans. (Edinburgh: Adam & Charles Black, 1885)]t}.

2) oA, MooNE Zoldh m) AR AR(P)sh AN ellfRt AR-ErkaL WEic) BDB,

sv. TT9ON.”

3) o7y, %Qi(] . J. Collins)o] w3¥}M= He}. Collins, Introduction to the Hebrew

Bible, 3rd ed. (Minneapolis: Fortress, 2018), 53-69.
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A e Apel Fale olee T gk

oo o7o] Fol Tl Tt olo] M ARk 94 R F
3 WS B ISS TiEe] WAFE AR(non D), Z EAR] o
A9} A=) AE) 5 4 Fro] AN ARD) ool HES AR,
pose PRI SIS, 9] AREHIES Fogale sapse] k) o)
WIOIE(. S. Baden)}& 1% £APde] Ame] 44(-E-D-P)E 451,
Jo} E9} Pe] o] % wi(e} Eo] 23, JEo} Dol Zgho] offe} & wloloirlaL
FEkO A, W olwhl B el SR ARKE Aurt A
o57] olde] Zlofelal Fgaict, tlEAOR UAE(. Milgrom) e “(ak
At 312 AlRlae) AR s 7199 sVl 28 4 g el
waleh7) ke ofSo] Aklels Agel s JE-P-D7} Eick

9] S 1he] Aol LT} 7 el Bolrlrt 414 elof welck
el ol She Aleld LK) dlegse] Belshs A4o] Stk
=, wal9Ale] 394 o, AARNIY S, f FAle) B/
slali= A AR7} Foe] Agels olslg BT ol 35 JED-D
SNE Tl 9H BAE AAsle] Telsla, AN AR o

o e WA ARt FhEicka SR AR e e

:

k

4) oA, J. C. Gertz, K. Schmid, and M. Witte, eds., Abschied vom Jahwisten:
Die Komposition des Hexateuch in der jiingsten Diskussion, BZAW 315 (Betlin:
de Gruyter, 2002); T. B. Dozeman and K. Schmid, eds., A Farewell v the Yahwist?
The Composition of the Pentateuch in Recent European Interpretation, SymS 315
(Atlanta: SBL Press, 2006)2 Bzl 2%z ® ohll2A AA%, “vi=7]el] AKX
FAP)7F AR, FEE71Easlsh=g) 111 (2019), 5-38(53] 7)< Hek

5) &3] AAjEHgolet BEle oS JiHekaL vlugh AR, S5, A9 AREHH
of it vlBA 231> TAAET 44:2 (2012), 151-1728 Faslet

6) J. S. Baden, J, E and the Redaction of the Pentateuch, FAT 68 (Ttbingen: Mohr
Siebeck, 2009), 99-195. B3t Baden, The Composition of the Pentatench: Renewing
the Documentary Hypothesis, AYBRL (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2012)= H2},

7) J. Milgrom, Leviticus 1-16: A New Translation with Introduction and Commentary, AB
3 (New York: Doubleday, 1991), 3-13(3}8-& 5%). 55}t L. Knohl, The Sanctuary of
Silence: The Priestly Torah and the Holiness School (Fortress, 1995), 53] 71-101& X&)
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Stk WL ol2zlale FHOE @ ShEel A% AN Ame] S
A, GrlEE AL A og Ajsh ShapEe) =) slzare—
e} ohe K19 SRS slushe—REsHAE Stk ARlol, v
o] Z=ZH]|=(A. Hurvitz)o|c}.
F2H| 2= 19820 TR TARPY Ajse} oA o] Ao gt
Qlofots A7 odl Ao T A A e FAY A7 2
AR AR jE AR Ao R TR Gc KEe] 1 vl
oftjz} Qloje] YeiE Aul= o= BE9] AhE AAstars} & Zlo]
o Fovlze) maw of WA Ao} FE So| T oJzsA
917)e) Thopsoln] eIk Slofstd o) 24 WHES AHestol
FevlEe fE ] E A9 Aolt HAE dele] AjE sk
b ot 7t vE 92E @Sl AR AR Qollx AlHe] i
NE, §7] A, AA Sol GIchI0 Fawlzel wiEs Wl
£ S5 e ofe] g uele) Ak skt Aok ey
SIS S ool 5T} aAE vsksd] diel Ul e ap Hels

8) A. Hurvitz, A Linguistic Study of the Relationship between the Priestly Source and the Book
of Ezckiel: A New Approach 1o an Old Problem, CahRB 20 (Paris: J. Gabalda, 1982).
9) Hurvitz, Linguistic Study, 14-16.
10) Hurvitz, The Transition Period in Biblical Hebrew: A Study in Post-Exilic Hebrew
and Its Implication for the Dating of Psalms (Jerusalem: Bialik, 1972; in Hebrew);
idem, “The Date of the Prose-Tale of Job Linguistically Reconsidered,” H7R 67
(1974), 17-34; idem, “The Language of Qoheleth and Its Historical Setting within
Biblical Hebrew,” The Language of Qobelet in Its Context: Essays in Honour of Prof.
A. Schoors on the Occasion of His Seventieth Birthday, eds. A. Berlejung and P.
Hecke, OLA 164 (Leuven: Peeters, 2007). = T zA)3F m=ole 7158, “AA] ER9
Aoetd Adl A4 AR ekt 21:1 (2015), 216-2178 sl
oA, R. 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); R.
M. Wright, Linguistic Evidence for the Pre-Exilic Date of the Yahwistic Source,
LHBOTS 419 (London: T&T Clark, 2005)2 ®&}. o|E Az &3t Hrjs}
= AFY, ATy Al 24 AFAR” 217-2198 FFaLstet
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QIk. ek A Aol B 22 itk FAPEE o Fav)
27} AP Azl thEl WY B AR 5o sjwas. 29 of
Toletol] 2 BAP} k. Akl Am TeRle] ala] Roll 04 4
A} m=0]e] Fa =Ao]] Witk

Fan|27} Qe gk vk AR Aol ik ZAl o)
Holehs loleh. T2z ARk ARe] doje} olvANe] dlojg HaL
Bk, wlEr) 7Psd BHEG PRI 013 B 30710 Fels A,
ANV Aze) T oJFPL Al olale] TR 9 olglirt R4
= SPITRE Zolch12) webd, o227} 4] o]F7]el) 290ehs Hle]
Sejal ofehdl, AN A7} AA o) Hol Eiiche F2n)ze)
Agr wopsdlol 1)

Fan|ze] Fae 45 glo] Itk Wi 7Fsd RE o] abE
Alase v AR ARl Zol olanel Are sle] glo] Sl Rol
Apdoleh i —Fzu|ze] WHE A} FEEA B AN Aus
A olF7] olde] ghgsglolol stk AAlz W s} Fau|zel
Agg ezl flor), FEnlat T veg dojalHow Ay
o). ol7n), 714 ) A |sk whee, Srie] AvjREel 27)(E, 4
o5 o) A Fnelols 2 ol TARITRE Zoleh9 mga} Falo]
AAFomE A o F7It 2 olFe] MlkEe] 27] A4 Fluelels
Sfsi PARLE Zlolehs FAolthls) ofol tjs) Fau|z A o7

12) F=ize] 3070e] 2L oleol] A3 T Aol

13) Hurvitz, Linguistic Study, 143-155, 53| 150-151, 154-1555 Xz}

14) 7¥eFs] ), ‘7] 234 slEelol= Al ofF ofd slHElelE, %] A slHEef &
11 o]s 3|HgjofE SRt FRhe 278w 2] ofloirle] Akt ol $ak= AREY
of 291 Tl A(ellt], i, o}, amel, drj7) o= it o AHigh =oe
25, A Be] ofahy <l Axgol Hek =47 o] Held Jidel 2Ag 1
ol22 57},” TCanon&Culture; 6:2 (2012), 137-142, £3] 138%9] 2152 Hz}

15) tjEZ2& P. R. Davies, “Biblical Hebrew and the History of Ancient Judah: Typology,
Chronology and Common Sense,” Biblical Hebrew: Studies in Chronology and Typology,
ed. I. Young, JSOTS 369 (London: T&T Clark, 2003), 150-1635 Xz}
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o|F o] Ar}So] 2] Alte] AojF HiAS W3] S & o gElR=
71 ARsckaL Fgsi) 2] ofF Ao §4 & ke AR o]
= g7, T Hﬂﬂvg—o] A EE QA sl e
AT = §IdThEs Aolth1o) =, 257} b Belthd 734 o]F7] o]
AR HE Zlo] eldsiths 74013}.

QAY, T=n)xo T 2Fge} ol e] B B3l 0168+

ATt 0] ARe Holw ¢lojstxo g st Telu xpt dr)E
o] TP o] olofghd =ojes HAHH o2 vhlel o= glth o] X|[AofA]
£ =529 dedo] AT 2 =5 AT Ak B3k $2H] =9
Qo] A7e TR R Fkstaatk gtk ol vl o] s Al xldst
© o] A olf7f B itk g ALS|RIofsto] mlepx o & gt
FEH27} Qlofabd o] A4 WHES B9 1960 F2eln $-¢]
7} A gaRo] F70E 198240, AlEldlojske A sluelofel
Aol JFe 724 EHek1?) 19604 ol eofet Aslelofste] 7bg 2
FAL <o} wsle] 71412 WSk Folch!s) webd o] wslE The

16) Hurvitz, “Can Biblical Texts Be Dated Linguistically? Chronological Perspectives in
the Historical Study of Biblical Hebrew,” Congress Volume, Oslo 1998, eds. A. Lemaire
and M. Saebo, VTSup 80 (Leiden: Brill, 2000), 143-160(5-3] 154). 5=3F dd=}
8 2#l(R. Hendel and J. Joosten)2] &8 E0] H2}. “To the historical linguist, they
also demonstrate that archaizing composition was never petfect. Although postclassical
authors tried to imitate the language they knew from old texts, they never fully succeeded.”
“They undermine the idea of ‘perfect archaizing’: however proficient later authors
may have been in classical Hebrew, they inevitably tripped up in one way or another.”
Hendel and Joosten, How Old Is the Hebrew Bible? A Linguistic, Textual, and Historical
Study, AYBRL (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2018), 2}t = 85, 96-97.
Alg|dofsto] 234 slHejofstel] EAX O R g7 AlRRRE 2L 20100 Z7]ofcKo}
e Hep). 2 o]l Adx] slEejofdtel] AlEjlofehs Fiet o] SAlEe] Aol
#Ae)ME Dong-Hyuk Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew, Late Biblical Hebrew, and
Linguistic Variability: A Sociolinguistic Fvaluation of the Linguistic Dating of Biblical
Texts, VTSup 156 (Leiden: Brill, 2012), 45-502 #33}e}.

ALB|Qlofste] whald olof Wslel 71l A3k 2kt Ao 715, “Aofsha A
Aol B3 =4, 151-1522 Ha}
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FEH| 2] GRS ARBIRleto R lshe Ade: 278kt 5, # =
o] Ao AAg Aol Bk Fan|zo] Qo] SIPE Als|lels} W ES

ARgBte] ™A o R Hristarat sh= Zlolth

=52 v o] JgHEd. EE29 3 FE2 F2H|=9 g
A HES Wleh] 913 712 AgomA ARsllofste] 9 7del
2}HB(W. Labov)e] F 7FA| ¢lo] ¥z} RS AWt 229 + HA|
T2 F2H|27) o] WSt ol ¢lo] 54 3031 AviekaL, Zt
ol T3 23le] Al 1o} wigelA], I JAL ofudAE =ofgit.
o] =05 B8l F2n|=o) WPHEY #X A3t skt AzEe] 2 Akt
E=31A] BES 43 Aot npx|wo g AZEo] HulEr)

1
T

2. 0|2 Ui . efEEo| &= 7IX| o101 Bigt 7

o] Ae] ol Fulze] kg wlal] Slat o] Zelolck. 3
ol AIdlofste] s & ehunel T 714 o] wish £3 Ade]
9 sluelofstoln] wol BEHA e AAL AT the Bke
ghrne] % 7} o] wsh f8E Agack viE ke o] e
A slaelofstel g 2vle Wale] ol el aoksi=u), of Wt
ol Fauze] APE W) $id 7127} Hek

2.1. HofshA it 2} AfS|lofst

20008 31 F=vlze] cdofshy o) 24 s et e
3 gelel WA IRl ol B Qo] F Zlo] Aplslolstolc
201230 Y& "d&-1}$-uet AB|E(C. Miller-Naudé and Z. Zevit)7}
A T9A slEglole] BAIA,, B2 ol v Fxle] Tl Fx7]
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g slBefo], $7] A4 slEe]o], ddof Wolid,, 2014l HIAESL}
%J(R. Rezetko and 1. Young)o] 7] %4 3l T dJaplojels} A s]8e]
o] ;= ARBIlofEte] e TNEES A5 L83 o] ARREoe] AR
olF Tas Z8H AR2ldlofst 7idell=s 1o Wol(language variation),
lo] Wste] 714 B e, S-=4, FolAl % ZolAl ddofe] ze], H=e}
H2E {4 ol gtk whd At Elont wo] ZeEA] X3k Jd%
ek B Be] 7 7EA] Ao W} £, = olflREle] wsle} 2= E 9
Hsjo|c}. W} deRolr ZHAOR L o] Jde FEnxo] WHE

< Wklke v 583 71ES AlEdeky
2.2. BHEHO| E JX| olof Hiz} 75422)
Asllefste] A & sl BhEE ]RHoR o] Wsle] F

7 e el SIEkL ARk SR (514 o12) olziel)
3 (change from below [social awareness])o]il th2 s (AHE]4

19) C. Miller-Naudé and Z. Zevit, eds., Diachrony in Biblical Hebrew, LSAWS
8 (Winona Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns, 2012); Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew; R.
Rezetko and 1. Young, Historical Linguistics and Biblical Hebrew: Steps Toward
an Integrated Approach, SBLANEM 9 (Atlanta: SBL Press, 2014). $2H]29]
WES HEE Bo g AR A5, “ofekd < A AP E st

20) AZ)Rlofdt ko] A slHEle] Al ofEA LEHIEAE /NHAsIEE B. J.
Noonan, Advances in the Study of Biblical Hebrew and Aramaic: New Insights
for Reading the Old Testament (Grand Rapids: Zondervan Academic, 2020),
2012228 we}. #2o] o] o] Selekz ML), TN S|DEloloh ofto] i
Qofstoz 4B o TUIA, NS o (& A, 2022)

21) FFYCIRI=(W. M. Schniedewind)= o] 7ido] dofsha] o) 2 w=ole} dasto]

o] ¥rkal 7RIt} Schniedewind, “Linguistic Dating, Writing Systems, and

the Pentateuchal Sources,” The Formation of the Pentateuch: Bridging the Academic

Cultures of Europe, Isracl, and North America, eds. Jan C. Gertz et al., FAT

111 (Tubingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2016), 349.

o] ©ek(§2.2)¢] =% Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew, 89-94Z Q9Fst Ao AR

A2 He-S BEg Sl

22

~
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o]2)) 9)Z=HE 2] M3} (change from above [social awareness])©]ch23) o}2)
2ele] wshe AHolL Sl BE W, Sliels] Hsks A
o]aL &J2ol|x] dofular ¢ (prestige) er HHETE2) 13 ol 2 HE 2
Wiske E3 el Mol Zow, slziels] ke E2 ¥H Zow
249129

4, o= HE o Wsh=

A FolRloIM ik AAZS] wWaleld], U, Qo aclo] A5
A& no] Frh 270, Jela WA wel i 7Rk, o] Wk 98]
AV 91 5 ofelol SIek. ol WEkE XIS k. wslel vl
Wal oo, [.] FAE BANETA o AY B MskE olek 2
S Qi WS} Aol S Zeoloh BEA] TALSE WalE AN
). A8le] ol Agolehe ol REle] walE AR 4 AR,
o A9lE 71 A8 gl WakE A ARl 7|58 b gich2o

WA, dofd] aQl2 “RRE Este} A|zbe] Aok ARl el Ak,

23) W. Labov, Sociolinguistic Patterns, Conduct and Communication 4 (Philadelphia:
University of Pennsylvania Press, 1972), 178-180. ‘o227 E|e] Wl o} ‘|2 HE] 9|
Hal o] WA A9l MEe R, Wardhaugh and J. M. Fuller, Introduction to
Sociolinguistics, 7th ed., Blackwell Textbooks in Linguistics 4 (Chichester: Wiley
Blackwell, 2015), 214-216& #asle). 9 glHBE= T G338 th2 ojl2og BErld
o7} o ] daE 4 Atk ek & oRERES] WP thal QhezRE <]
3P (change from within) 2, ‘¢|23E{ 2] e} il who 25 Efo] HsP (change from
above) 2 F-2+= Zlo] USItiar & Aot} Labov, The Social Stratification of English
in New York City, 2nd ed. (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006), 203.
e} olgmiele] o} ‘slziEe] wsbers walo] onp} 124 g,
22} I 7 SRSl Ao ol 4 VR 2 Aol o
(Ibid), 7 EHE A% 2= o 2AE 92 Aolth

24) Wardhaugh and Fuller, Introduction to Sociolinguistics, 214.

25) Wardhaugh and Fuller, Introduction to Sociolinguistics, 214.

26) Labov, Principles of Linguistic Change, vol. 1, Internal Factors, Language in Society
20 (Oxford: Blackwell, 1994), 78.
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o |
[= Ny |

“eRzk qlo] Fjake] Aeistol EEEE wshe] H2l4 A % “Qloje]

A2)sh Afeje} sheg TN QIAH AT} BAEE) Tsje] of i

4, Qlojd aclo AVl o] Wk “Aelagm 24 o]tk
uby, Sl=RE o) Wk

AfAR] ARS] AlFo] AR, tizl tise] 2313] <l2leit) dvkdo s
o] Wsh= AiHQl AlFo] & o ¥ Y (prestige) JTHL oJ7|& thE Ao
FEAol 7E2 Aol stk ofefeh A8 Al Ao thE Al
AZe] FoA A YIS VAR AL Tl sl W] T2 UEeRd
t} o] Msh= Tolg tf 58 Foll wl9Al == 39 (superposed) HS
Hol Foh29)

slm e e] Wk ol E o] Wslel wE ol wljolck. o] wsh=
ojnd gelog Zubdr. 2, ‘g o] FEAG 1AL 2870 gl
o] Hck. wWehr] WSS AE e olse oo AL Al Fehs
Ykt 71515 771 ofgololof @k of W] slyE el wsle] 27]
SgAel LA ) ARl A8 Aok

27) Wardhaugh and Fuller, Introduction to Sociolinguistics, 214.

28) L. Campbell and M. J. Mixco, A Glossary of Historical Linguistics (Edinburgh:
Edinburgh University Press, 2007), s.v. “internal causal factors, internal factors.”
ol KE o Hsle] o2 ghmolollA] et ‘w7t WEHE A& E < Slrk o] Wske
A 22(1, 1, 1) AAE B G53HAS, Aol €2) e QR Reks
Zo =k

29) Labov, Principles of Linguistic Change, 1:78.

30) Labov, Principles of Linguistic Change, vol. 2, Social Factors, Language in Society

29 (Oxford: Blackwell, 2001), 270-271.

A2HE] 9] Wste] 2= YojdllA] s FA(multiple negation)o] EolE & &

e} FojellM b FAH (7, “I don’t have nothing.”) 164|71714] o}

A glo] ARSET} AAFex s Fogo] A5 Eoleke Qo] AN ARt

3|93 =9It} T. Nevalainen, “Social Mobility and the Decline of Multiple

Negation in Early Modern English,” Advances in English Historical Linguistics

(1996), eds. ]. Fisiak and M. Krygier, Trends in Linguistics: Studies and

31
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92 =elo} Feishe] 7|ofslof & Ao] ek SlENE o] wshs 1
£9lo] Ajtlo]A] 9710l wiste] Zlhe] 3=A) K3tk Al ek oL
Sofub ¢k ol Pk TP th Lhehdek dlo] AR Pl
& ) e ARG R A Aleele o ek BoRih ol
of vislsl @) glziele] Wske HiFRso|a uAAE)] wholcts)
Jejm gl WSk olo] WS} Urh A EYEkE ol
Slg e Hasha Rajck v, Aaga TR Wk ol
Hel wishs wale] AE Fe g 2 we] F= EAZ} Hek

[\

3. MY oit

ghue] 5 71 <lof wlsh 73 e A4 sHelofstol e @Hfs}
S A8 QP BAle] GRlEolthsd of Qi AlEidlolel whEe R
e 2o WHES WSR=E, 271 B4 ofF o) 44 slHejols}
570, A o o)) AN sluelele] tlag me] Fria Az
Sto] Bl vz 4 871e FHFHE 1>). thae 4 27he e oz
ek The Feolma o] wWojolck39 ¢lo] wok= Alsielofste] S
2 ipol7lol AEItolehe tiz e BASI7Io] Asichss) HAR
7} olo] thal The F AR WAk (1) o] wol= A o] wsle]
SEI7R () Hek o] wol7} Ala wsle] thuolehel wsle] WRke of
o750 3 WAl Azl Hep] 9l 2 wols ARE S el wlagick
ol wlole] Akg Aol AR B wire} felulat ARAE Mol

_{

ol

¢

1=

¢

Monographs 112 (Berlin: M. de Gruyter, 1998), 263-291.
32) Labov, Principles of Linguistic Change, 1:453.
33) Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew.
34) Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew, 4-5.
35) Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew, 4-6.
36) Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew, 98-99.
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=1 ol 75 Qlo] wske] whlolcky) F uis) Ak} Psie] 7k wlof=
HiE 49 5¢ wigel ulaEh Tefstel ofm Wt TolAle] 2%
HiE Yl o & ehiu ol Waw, Toldd] 2w
e falold o 2 et glzyEe] Wele AEgs 1 B
Asfe thest 2ok

<H 1> EXte| HAZE0| CHE 0| Hajel Hato| ot

Z7| gM 5|22l 27| 8M sl=2lo] Al Hap o] WE
@ ani- oni- of OlH2E
@ MYmM o+ 22+ BEA 1+ 20+ AR of Otz 2 E
® RRX 7o TomT MR of NELS
@ B = E R - B =R - ol ?
® mm o2 ovToRT M3 of NESE
® mobmn m=5n of NESE
@ T 5P ofle RS
pys Pyt of OR 22
o] Aol = /A slHejo] wHate] thEz]l AR olsfEo]
& 88e] Wo] F 7o) A wste] ddolct. v @ mw/onp A
749 wske] AR7E o uhA) gk A WSk g E 78 T st
WS 4 F e A2 T oRIU@s B & 5 0, o T 342
stefzele] Hatol @, @, @), 34e dzrele Halolth®, 6,

37) Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew, 99. 598 4 BE Wort Ake] &5 w2 wWsle]
ke ofUjehe ARIolc) Hlole teRt 8elow AR 4 sl old] B
AEE, <A s|Heloje] olo] Wol” [Teketh, 28:1 (2022), 8-33S Hal.

38) Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew, 99.

39) Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew, 150. 23 2] FA122] U2 o] Fe] 57(97-150
)& Fastet.

40) FAl= o] AlEE 79l Welo g ®ot) Mgk == Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew,
140-144Z Za1s}e}.
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©®). 2t Wste] ks g = She Alelle] Hite] flmyE o] wsle
E4E 2L ol slolthal lof Hsh= w7l Frofol AlabEaL, whebA
T2 ofef=iE o] Hslo]7] mho|th4d) Frofoxli= of Qo] FAlo] AU
Hal, ofE T ATl ARE W= Ao] o] Wi} ok 2 A3A
slEgojolM= Seleile =i el wWsks ol whd &= itk 2otk

9] o] FHhH, 27] M slEejojelr $7] A3M s|He]ofe] Hek=
Ao & uf dAPaolA] edrt. fl=iE o] wsk= 2]l o] wshrt
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42) Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew, 157. R BE A2 AFE Aelslo] Al #xe] oz
e, A7IA 27F =efet o] Hsh F $2RE 9 Hele &l 12 v 4tk
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44) Wardhaugh and Fuller, Introduction to Sociolinguistics, 214.

45) Labov, Principles of Linguistic Change, 2:270-271.
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47) Hurvitz, Linguistic Study, 28-29, 39, 51& Hz}
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o] W2te] =] aofsh ofdr}. FErlxv} Heid BUES T

48) Hurvitz, Linguistic Study, 43-45.

49) Hurvitz, Linguistic Study, 42.

50) Hurvitz, Linguistic Study, 41.

51) ‘ARggedol= W8 HoloP 2w WA o]F fof= dolE ARSIl 8HATEY
FA, 9, AiEe] A Bl wE o] WolE Awsh= Jideltt. A8X, s
1Holof(Register),” gHrALS|RI0f83] #, TAREIQIOfE ALy (M8 &5, 2012), 114,
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53) Hurvitz, Linguistic Study, 56-57.
54) Hurvitz, Linguistic Study, 65.
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56) tha} 4:3; A 8:10; 37:2; 40:5, 14, 40:16(23)), 17, 25, 29, 30, 33, 36, 43; 41:5,
6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 16, 17, 19; 42:15, 20; 43:12.

57) A 40:10, 12, 21, 26, 34, 37, 39, 41, 48, 49; 41:1, 2, 15, 19, 26.

58) Hurvitz, Linguistic Study, 94-95.
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<Abstract>

Labov’s Two Types of Language Change
and Hurvitz’s Dating of the Priestly Source

Asst. Prof. Dong-Hyuk Kim
(Yonsei University)

In his 1982 monograph, A Linguistic Study of the Relationship
between the Priestly Source and the Book of Ezekiel: A New Approach
to an Old Problem, Avi Hurvitz argues that the date of the
Priestly source must be preexilic. Hurvitz compares the language
of the Priestly source with that of Ezekiel and finds that all
of the thirty linguistic features compared, the Priestly source
unexceptionally uses a typologically earlier form than Ezekiel.
Since Ezekiel was written during the exilic period, the Priestly
source must be preexilic. Although many biblical scholars do
not accept Hurvitz’s dating of the Priestly source, there has not
been a single study that has critiqued Hurvitz’s monograph in
depth. The present study is an attempt to fill this gap. In doing
so, this study draws on the insights of sociolinguistics.
Sociolinguistics emerged in the 1960s and is now actively applied
to the study of Biblical Hebrew. In particular, one of its key
concepts, Labov’s two types of language change (i.e., changes
from below and changes from above), provides important criteria
for evaluating Hurvitz’s discussion. Changes from below are
internally induced, natural and regular changes, whereas changes
from above are caused by external factors and are irregular and
unsystematic. Accordingly, the latter are not reliable indicators
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of the chronology of Biblical Hebrew. The study presents the
thirty linguistic features that Hurvitz discusses as linguistic
contrasts between the Priestly source and Ezekiel and discusses
them by asking whether each feature is an authentic linguistic
change and whether it is a change from below or from above.
The result is that not a small number of Hurvitz’s features are
changes from above. Therefore, Hurvitz’s dating of the Priestly
source is not as solid as has been thought, and the dating of
the Priestly source (and other textual units) must include as
many aspects of the text as possible.



