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MM 31220 HAF 20| st M| &2tst A/ HME 7

A slBe o] A Bl
SHA A o] B3}
Ay s, AME, FEHES o|ES FAow.

A5G

oifo LM U 2

A sl B ol A A £ A R HEoE B2 S-S A5

A B Helo] SRS Ak 4 ¥ A Sl BEo] WA Bk B <
T 8 kD DU S 1F BE SRelA Al Aol E Holw
glom Fouch WA Bl Yo RE UXE BA F3n ATk o] B

* J2ER 2B Aty AFng, FoFE o] =E2 20099 % A A (L& H8)
Z1eq AR ATgEAEAGE) R daSteTATEY] AdE wol ATFHUSE
(KRF - 2009 - 332 - A00053).

) & dAFoAe SHARE ol FHEAE A iAol AT JOoBE FA
(sentence)®] &= o] Bk <A (clause) ol 2= &7} Bk A &at &g & 4 o) A
/‘1 slE o] Al oA TBA o' FAolgke &l & ATt ALgstE A9rlBRoeRnE

AToNME EAolgt e o & AR
2) & o‘i—?oﬂ A= ‘A &4 (nominal sentence)= 4 9] ‘FAF I F2(verbless sentence)
YT o & ARSI S & Aol A ”ﬂ"P EAol A o ® FAS L3F8HA] B
T T Fod g E 2L v THES 1 Tt ASE 27H)E 2t AA
slH o] gAEo] dHtH o2 ‘FA gl B olgdte R8-S A7 AR 12 d
E@_EE}L AR BoF(mn = to be) = A olghE 8ol B A& FHY Aotk Ik
St BE WA S ASHOE B o slBgo] stoprt AgE £ o EHOE

r{r

;}Olc"‘ A A= JAT FAE old AT V] WEolth(E Eo F 17:1
-marbn ww o N 28 AARA T A Stop e AHA A guvt gleng AEHo R B
o 5*}7P OMEH JA 3l Bl shakE & U7tA & 2=u e} 22 SAEL 7] TS A UA|

6’

A gzt BAE D Ut BRolGE ST BTl o g BE
B o2 HFIE AT B AT e 283 A4S E93 woloh 283 A8
T ot WIS S AA B2 Ao E Bt b3S Bl Al Niccacei, “Types
and Functions of the Nominal Sentence,” C. L. Miller, ed., The Verbless Clause in Biblical
Hebrew Linguistic Approaches (Indianna: Eisenbrauns, 1999), 214, 227, 238; T. Zewi, “The
Nominal Sentence in Biblical Hebrew,” G., Goldenberg and S. Raz, eds., Semitic and Cushitic
Studies (Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 1994), 150.
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Aolol A FE Al &Fol7} e 7FHl, BAF AN A 9 Tof A, Al T4
& HA £, Al AHcopula) A, A4 E 7 (casus pendens), A 74, WA}
A7 slop(=to be) AT ARG TA| 5 AA S| B HA AL
ZoloF & A7} ofA & Fol AbAjal ltha 53] WA & A Fole =
g AAste €& TELS TAA S ddste 712 dA S & F Ao 79
s} sol7t AR E Fd o7} 7hsske 19k HAE
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=K} THBA B A WA 28 Ay
WA BAO R Fof s &ol o AA el wpe ZA T 740 4,
o294l BolAth e} o2 s
o &Aool ol whe} B2 & 7
B e ddl BE BG5S
HA 3| Eelo] SRS A 3l Helo]
gpeto] gk 9 7hA] 71 E S
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(1) LHEZ ]l F0f, Fofof Hojo ;& 7]+
Q) FAAM =2 AE 7]E
3) 44 7=
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s
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5$& ®: C. L. Miller,

ed., The Verbless Clause in Biblical Hebrew Linguistic Approaches (India: Eisenbrauns, 1999).

=10 1t

5) ‘3444’ (definiteness)©] T 3+ (definite)?] A=Y TH5& &
o9} ofo AAAA =3t o] 52 WA 0 E 3AH Y FT5,
o2 E/3tAL ‘FHA ol & AL el ERTh 1YLt
49 T A AR lojA & stAE Tt 2ke] 7t 7] o
Hoh Btk A g A2 218 FA 49 )& Bt

St Rown DY L
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ARt o2 JA 3lHFo] AEL A WA, T HA 7|EL wolso|a

Ao Al HA, bl i 7] Eol tisf A= o]l do] &3tk A A dlH o] i
AR ZCl A o, Eolo] FAE THetdho] qlolA A A WA, F HA 7]

FORE % 90% AL AU 10% A= Fo], o] gofo] AF3 o
2ol 2Uth.o)

A WA 71EQ] GRS Fof, o] Hoo mE 7FE oA Fole T
slofl el Zat=rbol g AdFelm so& Foo g u| &4 o ALA
2, & e gis) F-ololgt WA =rb ol o] A WA 7| T HA
718 FANMNER 7|2 % U F AT A HA 7] F A F-Slol &
& Zat=rh st AL il T AR, 52 4 FHo]7] wFo|t
a8y Foj 8 o7t BF T (E ) AR A A HA 7|8 o}
Uzt 7 A 7| E 025 T8 #ol & gotstr] 7T E & 497 Bt

Ul HA 7]E To] 4] 71202 ShakE ol o] 7 wom o
S EoT} o] Foj A gho} oA YA E BA Fstal e Aot

A o] A0 E Fole Eolo MR VEOE S T kel tig
ZAE FYE o) F 2 JA Kot R ddf dojolA e &
AofA FoJ7F S Bt APt B R Fol/&olE ot o] &
o} A dHE o] WA BAL Tho] A7 dASHA A A YX
o] t}.9

ol#] gt o B &g M Asty] A8l dAHA 7ES AAF 5| B o] TAE9
o) AE AHETH Aol B3 AT dofFA M= v §- FH L3t
E34%E Zokolm, =3 A A 3B o] S| o A= ofF ATt WM Eof

6) *3*1 sl Bglo] shats “HEUP“XPOHEHSL$°19}€°H A7
& 3t As 2ok webA 10% FAEFAE F e S -’Fil o},

7 —1—01% solgtes M HollA = —‘?—‘ﬂzﬂ,(%/\}ﬂ) Fol/eo], AelA Fol/eo], =el & Fol/
ol ek =92 S0Vt B A R 74 Fol/gold] &0l TAAY &ofd =
TA A A &3t ghoh E3 8o ARgol o)X E F o subject/predicatet= &0 BT
= topic/comment, theme/theme ©|2t& & & A &3+ o]Eo| At} ‘Fo gt &9 EE}
T FAY A S §o7F AA slBE o A E T o] &dThE Aotk 28y £
M= Fol/goltte §oi7t €A o2 A AgHE §oolBR 1 &S /\}“‘-LOPJJ}
gt

8) R. Buth, “Word Order in the Verbless Clause: A Generative-Functional Approach,” C. L.
Miller, ed., The Verbless Clause in Biblical Hebrew Linguistic Approaches (Indiana:
Eisenbrauns, 1999), 80; T. Zewi, “The Nominal Sentence in Biblical Hebrew,” 145 5 & X 2}.

9) AA slB o] WA A9 o] Ao B == vl T FAYAE B8t
92 & gASo AR A FAE XA 259 AERe] I ZAE BFEIL
ot AA & o] FA] Eata Yot Tol Ao ti EoE w7tk E I W shr] Wi
o B ATl A= A sty = gt
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o71% SHAT & Aol AE ol A AT A A T EoRE A7)
o & RS BYH 71ES B 4P HAT + UL AolgE Hs
2 Hojzo

e 3 of o

= 9l AL S VIR AASE FAEY I FH Al o=
A5 FAWIE VT AFE 1EOE AEE 5 YA AT Ao
o 3 st o] dRbA o g wholgol s 7ol ST FHBAT A=
A, o ) o] B F 83 48T 5 UEA, B FF DS 2HD
o FejHd eawoR TS F 12 55 A fdx o 245
o] Hrh wpgha & G2 MW 5 QAT 4= ot

121, F2| Ml A

A B3 AFe Iyt AAFACdAE oln] AYZLEHZ(A.
Christophersen) ©] 2] B2 8talEo] 93] AP o A 3B o] &4
o A FAHA L AT o] 5L 18] WA &dth EHMiller) 5 DE FAE 0]
44 slBelo] SHA A S AR ou TAH SR FA= &Sk
T}.10) ¥l ThH] & (Bendavid)= 19 oA Aol FAE F 627 0] A
L dofjato] TR AR 1Y 22 A I Fof, &0l FA uhete
g Zlo] ot A s Ee]ofot mqrut s B g ofete] BA o JThID 3B
gjo] SHA oA Folof oo AA| Heotdt Hdst] PP TEe AFT
o] 52 AT LE(F. 1. Andersen), AU E(W. D. Janet), =& E(L. Glinert) Al
Abgholtt, 1 - du &3 AV E= A s|Belol & AFstd SdHES
A sl B & AT thD T50] A= A Y 5 A 4
197FA, 107FA], 77HA &= 59 3hA] ¢f o™ 159 55 W42 Tol o e o
W& Aol A B A9} st B =35 Fr

10) C. L. Miller, “Pivotal Issues in Analyzing the Verbless Clause”, C. L. Miller, ed., The Verbless
Clause in Biblical Hebrew Linguistic Approaches (Indiana: Eisenbrauns, 1999), 3-17.

11) A. Bendavid, Biblical Hebrew and Mishnaic Hebrew (written in Hebrew) (Tel-Aviv: Dvir Co.
Ltd, 1971), 630-691.

12) F. I. Andersen, The Hebrew Verbless Clause in the Pentateuch (New York: Abingdon Press,
1970); W. D. Janet and E. Talstra, “Paradigmatic and Syntagmatic Features in Identifying
Subject and Predicate in Nominal Clauses”, C. L. Miller, ed., The Verbless Clause in Biblical
Hebrew Linguistic Approaches (Indiana: Eisenbrauns, 1999), 133-185; L. Glinert, The
Grammar of Modern Hebrew (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989).
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122, 2L M3 o7

S A SluE ol AL A AA sluelolE AFE AGAE
of 2% EATH O WA 24T Bste] HHHL HE o] 5L o}y 3
oh2 4 gk,

T 4] gl BE AF= It dAGA AT hFoi Tt o] F
9 [(HHSA A/ (B)EAA f SA|(Topic)/Z24, =018t 22, 1992] o] & F
Aot HHE ATE A FAlo] “ddlE=ol9 ool B AT (F=T
165, 2004)°0ll A A o] A a=0]9 ool AR A FdFE vIA L 3l
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13) o] AW, “(MAB /()58 8 ™ SHAl(Topicy 24", T=rofshy 22 (1992), 397-424; 734,
“ogEol9 ofgol B AT, = 16 (2004), 19-36.
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(1) 1A

A7 1-10%3 st 1-10%, F 208 A HAF E3H224 733} 3}

oF T@B5 ) F 309 TS 1AF 2 ol Folof oo ne} BF

sﬂ Rt} 14) WAL A3} sfof EA o) A &0]7} 71A| = o u]o) u}a}k 5‘753
Fofl B9 A a3 2 OA R e Tt 7hs st colth, ST,

AR A, B

ﬂmbm

S~

o] 3 B Folsh &oi7k T UehtA 7] Mo A9
o, coleh o] o|u & 2hA] gh UM A, 5 *glek, STk, BAA AP
5 FEHOE B 1 470] BARTHE FA ML FAE B
Fol A S 40] 7P SRSt w7 w2l R el Bl 8 o) g 74
2Rk A2 o] A AR ekd BA B Shok B A colthe]
SJviEhS 2 BAS B ATE A BAN ok & B WFol Foinh

|

N ooz floopy
AN o> (o

Flﬂ ol

(2) 294

coltp o] on & Zhe EALS VIR 23 B4 T u) A 2H LS F
I o}, oo FHA HE, g3 AV A4S dH P AE 5L 3
a3te] A3ttt o] AdA Fol, #A & AT o F /A JE, F
AT FANANEE 71 S 7 g Zo] 424 mE AP E
Hko

7hH A0l & AL Fol, Aol Fe AL £

) Fo7, e gzl JRojH Fof A2 A H o] &of

(3) 384

coltp o] oJu| & gt B A Fof, Fojo W} Y gAES] A
29 T8 WAE vlas Bokth o] XA e AuT BF RSt Aol

14) A E’r”ﬂr stof 2 U7} F5l0] Aol 7F BAIR o714 Sfof £ EA
N olfr stof 22 7k El = I SAZASTEE) BA =8 FLY 0l ol =
g 9171 wZolth =3k A7 AistE WA ol it F AW(EEEA 3|8z
of Aldiet F7173 M sjHelo} Aol w& X}Ol ol h=7te 47:46]1 H7] 9ot =2
L7 A7 F A E dEskEtels Tl thef ghabg el o] o] glont
F A A slHRE e doje cdo]r o] Ag Nl "o A A7 2o & Hola glo
™ 223 o)} 2 Althell &ehs Aol FRE Aol & Hola Qo B AThAQ T
o= 2 wA7F eI £

15) 714 B o]@ AR 53 2L B A 7t o) ovaw ypr v
TRy WK Tanm 1SN M mnem o (3 8:6)
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o 97 H Y BHE
Aol @4H 5

< F7ete] 2AFS| EokT16) B AL A o)W 3}
Ho o §853712 Ay B9

il
)

N
-

4) 44

o] A A= Al 7FA &4 & 3ttt

AR, Folef g0l FFA o] Hlzdl Hol& AL mE Hol #4313
=7, o], €] BF Folxl HHo|AY B 2

= AZe AN AeE g2
wol B4 s},
AR, kol A AFE Foloh &0l 8 AATE T /1A N E(BAH F

AR/ 22 7FA 1 vl 43 4T,

A5 TG BAS A8 A a7 faiA A7 BE AZE oS ol
U2, vlo] 59 2~ ol m | 83 7= A8E A
AT E Y o] SAS(Statistical Analysis

kS
W
ftl
B>
=
[m
12
2
o o

N
o
02
0x
sl
oy

Aol FolQIVb? G Aok, H|HF Aoltp e}al St Zlo] oW
A=71 A4 3HH A(definiteness) ol & T FHA A
2 ‘42 A (determined) o] & TS TFET DUt o AAE B
o|al $2h= B} iAol wekA T2 79w 3 A o]
op, ‘H| g A ojtp 9} o] o] B A O = o]opr| & = ot M Ao A9+
U G A1} o] P AL E =afof g B AT

’ & =

] S22k 7l ot

HHolLk sk AL doht BHstn Aet
3 GnREAT} S A% FA A olghs Aot

16) ol XM= 279 AN A 242} 1-10%, F 50014 439 EA2-S AEZ AEse FP S
a7 i=g

17) gt AojgA o A Folo} &ojo} Lt FAHXN L AF A
o2 HEA I8A LEA el A AES Foloh AZAA 7L HIFHA A& &



14 47L

e

T H29=

wetA el A Hef = uf FAFo] H % A= e 2
e 92 F A At ol g g S oA BA= «“IFA ol & o] B AL A
o] ofye} EFA I Aol g2l Aolvpretal & A 2B 7H8) “5] B g
o] & o534 A (polydefinites) 21] AE o] Fa ATkl g Y EH 9 Hd| 19
Ao & Fgeh

296 @440l A o9 ARSI AL ke ool e £
o shifoltt, @A) AEE AHshE AL L o] o] B whe} v 5

EHolH FHA A 7he Aol tHiEetr] wEolth Il Esta B A
£ Hel fele A AR E Agstal A s oFnt kot

B AT = - BEE AT oA Bae Haj e - g4
sk 57129 3822 _9|u] 24 (pragmatic-semantic) YHES =214 3

J517] 93 A8 % Qe BTE SHEL )

e} = XO
2A)-AAES BAhe BA, 15 ol H S 71Z)eh FiH A4,
ool 53 gt 483} B Folrhan Wb B4 40 RS AA ol
oo} BA H& SApe] 77kl vl §- F 850 488 F ATk

22 ot8d 71ZLEMO S5 0id

2,21, et8d9 S5 MaS HMAlet 31220 Stxt

o} AT A slB e o] SANAE AL E dFetE o5 Bk < Ao
Folojx Bk © @A Ao] Eojgke Aol Tt thFE& 2k C. L. Miller,
“Pivotal Issues in Analyzing the Verbless Clause”; R. Buth, “Word Order in the Verbless
Clause: A Generative-Functional Approach”; T. Muraoka, “The Tripartite Nominal Clause
Revisited”, C. L. Miller, ed., The Verbless Clause in Biblical Hebrew Linguistic Approaches
(Indiana: Eisenbrauns, 1999), 204.

18) A. Chesterman, On Definiteness. A Study with Special Reference to English and Finnish,
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1991), 1. 1+ B = g0} AT oS S40 2
E4e YA FH G g 71 NG L vtz ol YT B 2= FoldlA e BALE
&4 "é«l Aol mebA 7 B @A A A Aol A 7 R AL A B S F LR
A TH(182%).

19) J. Shuly Wintner, Definiteness in the Hebrew Noun Phrase, Linguistics 36 (2000), Institute for
Research in Cognitive Science, University of Pennsylvania, 319.

20) 9471M B2 WYPES AT AL 19 o] FAE TS gvsts Zo] oY
FAP e A=E AT Aol A 1o WHES AE8tY] 93]t

21) J. A. Hawkins, Definiteness and Indefiniteness. A Study in Reference and Grammaticality
Prediction (London: Croom Helm, 1978), 17, 108 #Z. o & £ 494717 3:229] 4t #p> 9}
S ApE &SI Ao glotd dA o] W e F YA 52 AA, oA s},
T8 A S nHITE FHA o] Wl Erh= AL & F U

22) Ibid. 17 =,



M BI=2I0f FA RN BYNOl et @/ BYY 15

AFE A= Al Aol H2)
ol Tk ol e mEA okl
el o2t A S M-S sk t= Ao 540t 1E9
ow WA AR e A3 "k vs 3 2.

o] Al Szt BT ARE AofstA o A ¢f A

2.2.1.1 OH{&(F. 1. Andersen)
AE &L FAF gle T A Y Fof, o] AFE b33 Zo] 19712

sy -
255 glh;

(1) ™ ™ A} pronoun
(2) 2L A} proper noun (person or place name)
(3) 2L+ AT construct phrase with proper noun
(4) 34 A} (4 JAF + H AL definite noun (article plus noun)
(5)
(6)
(7)

(8) W A4 = nominalized construction

(9) AL Hu] HAH(H AR E AL A B] AL suffixed noun (noun + pronoun
suffix)

(10) T A} v] W AL construct phrase with suffixed noun

(11) B &4 £-AH(T) indefinite participle (phrase)

(12) B]1g+4 ™8 A} indefinite noun

(13) B84 ™ AL+ construct phrase with indefinite noun

(14) ¥] 3+ A} indefinite numeral

(15) F-H&A} + partitive phrase (min + noun)

(16) FA AH(F*) infinitive (phrase)

(17) F-A} adverb

] ™ AL construct phrase with definite noun

%

:‘
A=A} definite numeral

A} definite participle

o ok ok ol

23) WlthH] =(A. Bendavid)y= 19| #(Biblical Hebrew and Mishnaic Hebrew-written in Hebrew)
ANA 458 AAE A olgE FAZ F2 623 o] A (630-691)} TFHF L JA W w2t
HEoA X (p. 691) B AT tisfA ts] AFE ® FAHR] H5S AANFA =
LRI

24) F. I. Andersen, The Hebrew Verbless Clause in the Pentateuch (New York: Abingdon Press,
1970), 109, E1. o] Xl A & FAFAY A=de &8 ALsA 3 HFees &
o]& AHESIAT A #F 19 AFG2E)S BY FAAY shFH DA (the
descending scale of definiteness)Zte EH S 3t A S 2 Hol @49 AEE 9v|3tn

gl&ol £,
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(18) Z %] Ak prepositional phrase
(19) 2] A} interrogative

= olE 3k 19719 W QoA B th23 o] IA Al 71 BFE
TO29): (1) 42 (1-81), (2) T34 3+ (9-10%), (3) BIHB A (11-199).

AojEe 55 WAS B AT Y E et AdA AFE A B
UTH ZAE F 578719 £ T AU &9 A 7F IE o, o] A
Aol ZAZF §le F4-0] 535 0| EE Ar&Y A 7EY A
92.6%(535/578) 2 LHE}5 T} .26)

AE &9 S5 mANA TA7E e FHES TAZHCE AT EH o
¥ 2t

O vl 42 AANHEAE 20 2 AFSH A -9-<Ql o] FHEL& AE e
Brk oty AU E, 22U EY 48 T35 MAAE AstA ge 74
ojt}.

(<3

e A

(©l1) 7% 4:2
BT pTE R M 5 2 b

T6)7] &3 B B TS} LTk A o} 5 A of ek

(¢12) 94 4:8
DWBN 773 71”"[3 Dnﬁmﬁ 7"9&1

059 o8& g7 2k o Hebel 4x o] WE

(o13) 27 7:28

£r22YT 12 MI0m BT TR mISnT meys

2w e Aele the s gtk WA el HF AT HE A
Apolol it

25) Ibid. 32-33.

26) ‘578 B4 & 1.38 A o
A7 3tof 4 F otk 9
BAF 3 stok B4, 3309 ¥4
444Ul§;&t439%’:kg— .
o] S5 wiZol g Folg} %0194 74 o ?—J.tL
=7 FE3A e 74

[UN
o
MR
o
O
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Sy ona AbynTwR opnTaT M
EZE Yo] B3t =92 o] H3t

o] FHE9 AANUHAE ol Y- A& A Ast= A A4 o] o -§- oFstH
3l HOE Us A s Fe AAolnE I IFAL g vrh &
E% ojg] gt AANHEALE Ay -84 A Ath ™ A(cataphoric pronoun)’,
1382 A At ™ Ak(precedence pronoun)’ 2 F-Z 2| 1127) B A ol A=
S < FAFA 2] At Aadverbial pronoun)’ 2 A A 31 $H4 A of] 3l F
P Babel e Fo 7 HFaok sk B}

o vl 7 2ol AT =9 7]E o v 7E S 71 6:240] 0

Ko [ fo

(c15) 973 6:24
DivR WY DY 2320 7D DIR WM NN 207 T30 DIk wnm
TRID NISPTIY 121D Nispn
I8 s EAESs FHlol 1 A8 TE T 5 FHlolH d g
N EAAFEE 2 E7) E7bA7F 10 FH ol

5ol A 3k E7) ol AFE & 2l E7HA 2 A A A7 Fo ol
‘10 gl o2k B A7 gololth dH &2 A S5 wiAd el 9
Sh DA AR O EAP vEE AL 18 A A8kl 9l om HIgHY WA
= 1394 A8 Qe E Esta A O] SHol sEAY B A
ART7F g0 o] Hdg skal it

Q7] WA 4 Stok T F 439 S FUIE A B A3 dH
&9 A 71 X e FEES eI 2k

FOoI-AFF AT, Eof-FE A Z 4220 TROM NS
st F26 8

Fo|-34 WAL wol-LfFrE A 7l 2:5(upr men rhy outm),
2:12,2:27-3 E4-

Fo1-3Hg A, Eof-FE A Z 2:11(we InNT oY), 2:13,
2:14, 4:192%), E1:15249) - 7
.

27) S. Kogut, Syntax and Exegesis. Studies in Biblical Syntax as Reflected in Traditional Jewish
Exegesis (written in Hebrew) (Jerusalem: Magnes Press, 2002), 228.
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28) W. D. Jane and E. Talstra, “Paradigmatic and Syntagmatic Features in Identifying Subject and
Predicate in Nominal Clauses”, C. L. Miller, ed., The Verbless Clause in Biblical Hebrew
Linguistic Approaches (Indiana: Eisenbrauns, 1999), 152.
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32) L. Glinert, The Grammar of Modern Hebrew (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989),
170.
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proper noun
4 |definite noun definite noun phrase definite noun
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33) Ibid. 174.
34) Ibid. 170-171.
35) A Eol BAVMOHE RE WERDG @40 tbE AL BE BE YFRG FA
R R R R R L RS R EE LS DR

36) Ibid. 15.
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<Abstract>

A Study on the Definiteness in the Nominal Sentences of

Biblical Hebrew: focusing on Andersen, Janet and Glinert’s theories

Prof. Sung-Dal Kwon
(Westminster Graduate School of Theology)

Research on nominal sentences of Biblical Hebrew has caused many debates
among Biblical Hebrew scholars through the last several decades but there are
still a lot of disagreements. First of all, scholars’ different opinions are observed
on the definition of ‘nominal sentence,” and there are many other questions to be
solved in connection with nominal sentences of Biblical Hebrew including word
order in nominal sentences, three-component nominal sentences, copula, casus
pendens, existential sentence, and the relation between nominal sentences and
HYH sentences. In particular, it is quite important to identify the subject and the
predicate in nominal sentences because it is essential for solving many other
problems. In nominal sentences of Biblical Hebrew in which the word order is
not fixed, it is very crucial to distinguish between the subject and the predicate.

This study discussed definiteness as a criterion for identifying the subject and
the predicate in the nominal sentences of Biblical Hebrew.

This study attempted to answer a number of questions on definiteness as
follows:

(1) Can definiteness be a criterion for identifying the subject and the predicate
in nominal sentences of Biblical Hebrew?

(2) If yes, how important is the criterion of definiteness?

(3) How valid is the rating of definiteness by a number of scholars suggesting
definiteness as a criterion, and what is the desirable method for rating
definiteness?

In this study, statistical methods were used as important tools. Compared to
ones based on theoretical inference, approaches based on definite data using
statistical methods can come much closer to the fact.

Through these statistical methods, we investigated scholars’ definiteness

rating and the author’s rating in detail and drew the following conclusions:



(1) It is risky to fix the rating of definiteness according to morphological
structure, but still definiteness can be a useful criterion. The usefulness of the
criterion appeared to be higher than the adequacy of the ‘given/new’ criterion.

(2) As the significance of definiteness is connected to the context or various
situations, the two criteria (definiteness and given/new information) are in
correlation with each other. Between the two, definiteness can be more useful
than the ‘given/new’ criterion.

(3) When rating definiteness, we need to consider not only the word form but
also the identity of the speaker and hearer, previous dialogs (or records) and
shared knowledge between them, the situation and context in which the story is
told, etc.
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