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B o) BAe 44 25| dolsid dr) Ao B mols
gJ8taLzt &= Aotk s| B teke] F-2H]| = (Avi Hurvitz) = 1960
Ao FE Aof Akm Rk 7HA AL A Eie] diE Ak W E
< AHal St=dl, L AAE v 2k (1) A o= X2
710 AAZQ HslE A7 2] o]H e ‘Z7] AA dlB o]
(Early Biblical Hebrew, EBH)2} 1 0]3-2] ‘37| A4 3]H g]o] (Late
Biblical Hebrew, LBH )<= @<} A]7]0]] JlojA] kA F-2dth?

o

1) 0| A= st27eksts| M9oxt EAISHEHS](2014H 42 252, CHEAISICHS )| A 2EEESH 210
£ a7 HS A0|ch =22 Sall MQtnt HIES A ART| wapTH| 2 ZAE HEICL
2) ‘Z7| MM SIER0e Ao 22 on|E K| #HER ‘11X MM §|22|0{(Classical Biblical Hebrew)

o ‘HE M 5|22|0{(Standard Biblical Hebrew)7} ICt 22|17t CiRal= =of| Eost= &XtE
2 U M ZiS RAREA AL8st=t, 2 A10ME Brlds sl ‘=71 *W 5lH2[01'E F2 A
Sict o] EotE0] tht ot FaEtst ojn| 122 IsiME Dong—Hyuk Kim, Early Biblical Hebrew,
Late Biblical Hebrew, and Linguistic Variability: A Sociolinguistic Evaluation of the Linguistic
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(2) b do] AE ks 7EA) 3L B At AAE = 9ot T2
H| 2 0] W22 SHAlof] S HolEo A1 100 | A
Az S AR SR gl 4]
o] 2o Blfal= ‘EAAE (o} Hx)o] TR} o] =
3 Aotk (1) 7] A 3]Bgo)et 57 o
719l QlolA] Ed&Aolx] gt (2) 271 A slE.ee]
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‘QloiskA Ad] A’ =)= ok Yol A] Blw A S5
3 5 e, agox Betal o] =4 BEE o
F L vjefH o g oyt & =4 vl A k. & =

I3RS S YA AARL Q= FHol), T uE Tk
ZpQjo] 2 F g 3 EjRld]| o] Ao op|7hA] 9-g]
gty o] TS w|9-7] YT oA B A
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WA, (3) AEE A1zt g =ofof] Fhojsh= o) AT

Dating of Biblical Texts (VTSup 156; Leiden: Brill, 2012), 19 n. 365 &=Zst2t.

3 AUSH, WM 2E29 ofstx oo ARl 2t =at oo Hold JEol 2748t 2 o|2R HIY,
"Canon&Culture; 63 25 (2012 7k2), 1371647} 210{8H AL ZFof| sl =Olstx|2t 2%l
TARE OfL|CE O FH|et Ridet HTLE TIRe &k T2 o202l SiXizE R, MEES &+ AUt o
=o| Y FHuFH' Hat

4) SN 22| Arh Aol 2 =ck= MM sl=2|0fe] A T2 5te| FH[0Ict AR, "8 5l=2]
Of2] Ach 20 25t zl2 S ST, "MAMOE, 825 (2007 018), 62-712 4 522|012 SAIK
G Bt O HRAE 2125 CHRCE dR7Is F2H|= 01| SIXIS0IM AIZSH0 lan Young (ed.),
Biblical Hebrew: Studies in Chronology and Typology (JSOTSup 369; London: T&T Clark, 2003)
TXIE Ci2=H(Biblical HebrewOll HiAM= Of2fl =2lE Eat), 2 H7= AR7(9 A7et Ok Ml 7t
X HollM cr2ct 2, sl=22]012] SAIR S Zgto] ol 29| A ZFolzt Fxljof St =

T, 2243t 0192, I Hict 2 =ol2 9i3, 20| ity 2 WHES A YT B 4 9t S2u|x

!

1ol
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F2H| 2= 1960t B A Be] ddE Ao AmwkE 71
3 AT F et sk B5ol AT $2H 271 S3ar A
TE ARSERE Aol3H A A W ES the 2t oW s
o] AA(FE, At o], 28, 7 5)7t $7] AA slBejole] B4
o= A Al 7] 2218 EAIAk ATk A, Adojsh £
3 (linguistic distribution) 71, o] 7| Qlo] Q47 =2 7] 0]F A
ZpQJo] Gl AE (o, Ty A, o Aek-=dn|of, 7))o A] F

=2, dg] 2rofof 3hE =gttt &4, AoJ 4] tiZ(linguistic contrast B
+ opposition) 712 =2] T Ao @49} tjxH= Ao Q47 =
7] 784 slBejojol] TAsof T STt ofuf 7] A B Ee|o]d]
Ao} 8 27] A FHZO)E dAshs AE(FE 2483 A1)
bl T2 58 4402 solRA] 1 ojr|sh Bl BAL HI%
ok gt} o] A =2] F2l o] QA7 x27] o= e 2SS
& 5 Qe A, o] o] = BT F& 71 o] Alohe] 44 9] 7
F (extrabiblical sources) A= B7A| of ght}, o] 2H4] o] o] @ 47}
T B4o] ohle) Beie] 547 clolgigo] nr} SHasic o
o o] &5 = A== Al e, 5l EE] o] Wl Algk, mAu ] Hejo
(Mishnaic Hebrew) AF&, A= o}o] (Imperial Aramaic) AF& 5|},

9} 71 0% HTAIRS CHRECHEEH|X 01X HTAE ffshM= ZR71, RB: Mark F. Rooker, Biblical
Hebrew in Transition: The Language of the Book of Ezekiel [JSOTSup 90; Sheffield: JSOT

Press, 1990], 23-33; Kim, ¥2, 11-18& &=Xal2}). A, 2 A= 24R717F 25 T2 Young
(ed.), Biblical HebrewZ ELt XtM[5| CHED, (st L0|X|TH TS50 2003 HFE] 2012\ ANK| LUHE
HPEE CHRELL

5 ZE2H|XO| &7| HFERE Avi Hurvitz, “The Usage of @0 and 112 in the Bible and Its Implications
for the Date of P, Harvard Theological Review 60 (1967), 117-1210] ULk,
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ole] tate] FER|ZE=—7RE o] 47} opd—EE(SE #)) <]
AE AA437] YalA %4 (accumulation) S U] WA 2710z A4
k. ofdl Eto] F7] 4A slBeE|o} ER o s e T 2l
F71 734 slBe]ole] 54l ddo] @aEo] T3] FA o 3lefok
gtk &, oW o] 9] Al 20& WA= $7] A BlHE ]9
S0l v vh 71 BEe 7] o) F- A zke = q1E 5 Qlrke

=

]

=

= al;

Ae Aag BRI AR FAE 7] AP EA 9 o A7) A
T, A Ao o 2 b= FEHIE ARSE djdl] A= A
U 227 o] F Altle] Ao} FEjE 23 A= AAL £27) o]
o) Y &r}. o @M —F 2|z fEE—AAE EAT] ol 2R
ok dojsba oz w AZHA o hHths Fo] ZHEtky AlHe A
Sol| e, B ASE E27) o)Fol] 230& Ths Aol i £
<, OhE RR AELS T ks A0 HITE B8-S Pk 47) Ak
6) F2H|=O| HHZ0] 5t 2ot XIS =02 ASS, KF, 142-1455 EXsi2t F2H|=9| 05ty

=

Hurvitz, “Linguistic Criteria for Dating Problematic Biblical Texts", Hebrew
Abstracts 14 (1973), 74-795 & &= UCh

7) Olst 22H|=9| BiH=Z0| MEE S-S0 thSH W22 Kim, K2, 23-262 FTFICL 20k XpASH AR
Kim, 23t 77 ol| ¢18& 23S H=st2t

8) Hurvitz, A Linguistic Study of the Relationship between the Priestly Source and the Book of
Ezekiel: A New Approach to an Old Problem (CahRB 20; Paris: J. Gabalda, 1982), 170.

9) ZE2H|=0f oJatH, Z27| 0|F AlcHO| AU 7H540] TR =2 AIS2 103; 117; 119; 124-125; 133;
1450111, SHAISHE X2 Z27| 0120l XS 7H5-40] HIw A &2 AIS2 19; 28; 33; 40; 45; 63; 75;
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& =2 A7I(S, 227] o] F A7])9] EAES Teditho A
A8 9=, B HE FE7E Al A7) BEEe] Aol &
UHE H o] b1 X (Ronald L. Bergey)= $-2H| =29 HPHES- o]

g3to] "227] o] F Al 9] d| B o] tHE A AFR] | AT 7] 9] QlolE
HAFTER 5= 48719 A, 034 EAS A "2 2] o] %
A4 BB glo] AREe] Ao]F 317 Lol | AT 7] YA
7] o1 At 27| Hthk= $7]9) 77k A o' Belnyeka A
th1» 27 (Mark F. Rooker) &= -2 WHHES ARE3lo] of| A7k
W] 2 84917709 o3 847t $7] A slBEolo &
P_Cﬁ FAAL, o] T 31709 B-F A2l AF8shes 7] A slE
EA4 ‘E?} &2 Ao AREE| AL 55 Hof Fvh TIEH e o
XA = 27] A4 slB oot 7] A s|HE|o]e] dojshA of
27} 314 501 U= AL, ofol] At F7= ol 22X 9] Aoj7t
7] A slBE o] o] AP olekal gtk s) 2ol E(Richard M.
Wright)& F2H] 20 HE O = ofg]] T4 A E SAT I+
ofg] A Aol FEE A, THEEA, 014, o34 S EAstaL

oﬁ—‘“[‘fﬂl
Lém
R

M 1o
2 e

104; 106=107; 109; 111=113; 116; 126; 128; 135; 137 143; 146=1480ICt. Hurvitz, The Transition
Period in Biblical Hebrew: A Study in Post-Exilic Hebrew and Its Implications for the Dating
of Psalms (Jerusalem: Bialik, 1972; in Hebrew), 70~176.

10) Hurvitz, “The Date of the Prose—Tale of Job Linguistically Reconsidered”, Harvard Theological
Review 67 (1974), 17-34. 2H|=9| 0] Z28 LIZ0H| H(lan Young)O| HITEICE Of2HE =at,

1) Hurvitz, “The Language of Qoheleth and Its Historical Setting within Biblical Hebrew”,
Angelika Berlejung and Pierre Van Hecke (ed.), The Language of Qohelet in Its Context:
Essays in Honour of Prof. A. Schoors on the Occasion of His Seventieth Birthday (OLA 164;
Leuven: Peeters, 2007), 34.

12) 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. diss., Dropsie College for Hebrew and
Cognate Learning, 1983). 2/&2 Bergey, %2, 101A 2 Z0|ct,

13) Bergey, 2, 185. OlAL7|2] 2 X 01F(2] SXof| CiE HX|2| EAut Auk= 09| =8 27-1672S
=

14)  Rooker, %=, 65-176, 183-184.

15) Rooker, X2, 186. £t XAt =0l= Ol2HE Eat.
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Rendsburg)+= 3] H.g]o] o] A
A 7leGob Aedow 1 28 HAE ST 1= S8
HES ARl Al o)At A1

B 2]o] (Israclian Hebrew)—0] A& Hol F= =
et F430 ol Aol 247} % olxehd e gz?rxg%
oot 3, o] Aol aa B A 4

st ) oo SHLRIGIEH4 ), 74, 15} A () 4
T 1e) 59o] waaslo} S(¢lofstA tle), A, o] ¢lo] 543
Q2 5 9= o] 847k BT ol 2541 9z

2t olstol, $71e 0], S117loko}, &4 55 A
A) s ofok k(YA 9] A5, WA, o @ Bio] HEalA §eal
thar 23317 A= 9] Al 7} | 20& WSAT]E & olaud
Q) 54 50] 1 BE ko] F8 3)

N—W

e
¢

-

¢

16) Richard M. Wright, Linguistic Evidence for the Pre-Exilic Date of the Yahwistic Source (LHB/
0TS 419; London: T&T Clark, 2005), 161. 2t0|E2| ZH2 OF3| 247t M2 HT7|9| Mzfolat= &
2 axE9| 212 FHE A0 Xt=0l| 273 H Hft”cl"— Z40ICt, OFFll EM9| HTHet 2HRAsh 2| =dof
HallM= Ernest Nicholson, The Pentateuch in the Twentieth Century: The Legacy of Julius
Wellhausen (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1998), 132—1602 &=35l2t.

17)  Seoung—Yun Shin, “A Lexical Study on the Language of Haggai—Zechariah—Malachi and Its
Place in the History of Biblical Hebrew” (Ph.D. diss., Hebrew University, 2007). Al&4&2| £ A
TEE "1 5|22(012] 4o F43} plefoll HIF0] 2 Si-AT LR A0{| HAR UM dal” T
of2t Aofst, 427 (2008 68), 113-131; "I sl=22|0{e] oj2t= 2/3°._|’é>' 'E.“é!ir SAt 01|3|°’4EH"’| )
AP EHEOf e G, XIS ST, 112 12 (2009 2), 105-131; “27| G 5]=22]0{of| LIERL}
£ of2toje] Fato] ESH AT SFHEXMO| HAIK 52| ABS Ao, r°1019P RHof&t, 45% (2009 6
&), 137-1610] QiCk.

18) Gary A. Rendsburg, Linguistic Evidence for the Northern Origin of Selected Psalms (SBLMS
43; Atlanta: Scholars, 1990), 15=17; idem, Diglossia in Ancient Hebrew (AOS 72; New Haven,
Conn.: American Oriental Society, 1990), 31=33; idem, /sraelian Hebrew in the Book of Kings
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FEH|29 OF nas abEe] A Fgehs vhs 271 A
A BlEg|oje} F7] A4 slEe|o)7} FejH o= 3] el W of
Uk AR ez Bd& Aol Zlolt) o]5d) wad, X2 7]
Aot s Hejole] Msh= dA#jolglong o]Fo A 7IAHE2 1
ol 27] A slBEO1E & 5 §IITh s|BE]o)o] Al Tt o]

= - T8kt 27] A slEe|oje %7] A BBl o]
AP ootz 571 AgA] S| Eejo] (s 7] A4 8lEE]o)) 9]
zg o] ZAte] o] AviE 24 5 QU EE wAe]

e

2, 2=H|=9| ol Chgh =X

1) H(Young)2| "MA 3|E2|0, (2003)

Folgl ogow AgHu Fauze Ay 44 PHEL
(Ian Young)©o] 99L& "4 3] B |0} (Biblical Hebrew: Studies in
Chronology and Typology, 2003\1)& Al S &0 2 T8 WhA| Hr}o
o] B 139} 25w Alo] 4Irk 158 TS oA Te) o)
A% 9 SR Eole] elie] B A olal B Fu|ze] e

o
< W SRIsAY B A8k 8-S P& WolB=E S 2

(Bethesda, Md.: CDL Press, 2002), 18-19. £ 0|Az2tlo| Hiolof| 25t 22| H12= HEAHTO)
X! REE w0l “SMotMol| LIEH S0]AZIA 5E=2[01", T12f EE 117 (2001 108), 71-902
ExslE) Et KRS, “TAHM 5|22(0] Hol2| THRUST X Welnto| EAof 2t5tof”, FTk=E,
9% (2000 10€), 289-309= 5l22|0{ Hole] QoIS CitstH A h_ M EE=2| 522(0{0f 2toliA
& =0JBICHES| 295-306%).

19) F2H|xQ} J0o| HHES mt2E SRS tist JHE2S 2= lan Young, Robert Rezetko, and Martin
Ehrensvard, Linguistic Dating of Biblical Texts (2 vols.; London: Equinox, 2008), 1:10~44; Kim,
A2, 18-262 H=xstet.

20) lan Young (ed.), Biblical Hebrew: Studies in Chronology and Typology (JSOTSup 369; London:
T&T Clark, 2003).
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do]H] A (Philip R, Davies)= 4] 8|Hg|oj ¢} it fr}e] AL
Fsl Ay sl A2 "(Biblical Hebrew and the History of Ancient Judah:
Typology, Chronology and Common Sense, 150-163Z8)0f| 4] 2 H] =
o} 15 mEs Sbgo] i Al floje} oAl ddei e AtolE 1t
Aok ek 27 A slejolst 7] 44 slneole] Fep
T} 12 BRIk o] sl %] olFo] 717} olsl 7ol B
& % Sleh. 7] A4 sluelolzh E27] olxle] ft wlol Bl
TR RIS A AR A7) 2] ol
dlo]v]AE 5 vpd 2 o}o] (Standard Babylonian) & o 2 £t} A2

2) 18E ot =289 8 ostH thaut Zrt HlAZE(Mats Eskhult)2l “The Importance of
Loanwords for Dating Biblical Hebrew Texts"(8—23%)= 44 22| 01201, 0|ZEO0], O17+=0, H|
Z2Aloto] XS BAMsi%=dl, 120l MEH 0152 MM 5|22|0{2] AAto] 2t HSA] ofsh(ofizich =
2H|x0| RE)S X|X|SHCt, of|ZicH, HEAJ0t0| Xt&0l= HZAI0 AlcH 01F 2| XMZO|A2H LHE]7| 2
O|ch, &2H|== “Hebrew and Aramaic in the Biblical Period: The Problem of ‘Aramaisms’ in
Linguistic Research on the Hebrew Bible"(24-37Z)0{|lA] 5|=2|0{2 OF20{2| TSt MSEEg0]| 2
aif =elBiC 2= F Aoje| BAZE FHoZ WSt A7|7} 71ET 6MI7IRACHE FEEICH 0122 HAM 3l
2|00l M= Ol201e] HEF2 2 AMZ0{E 2ol 2he 4= Tt Z2H(Frank Polak)}2 “Style Is More Than
the Person: Sociolinguistics, Literary Culture, and the Distinction between Written and Oral
Narrative"(38—103%)0llM 5|22| MMl 2XE 27| E2 Lks = Utk FESICL oth= 252 A
SAIS H0| AL&SH='(rhythmic—verbal) 701 AEF0|T CHE SiLb= “SE6IT HALS H0| AL&st=
(complex—nominal) 201X AEI0|Ct S2fof 2H Mxk= Z27| 01 AlIH(ES| Z71) €A LH2E]
Bo| MY EFo|n Xh= Z27| 0|22 Li2{E|E ZH|o|Ct, Z2te| ZE2 F2H|=2| 0|22 SHIM

X|@dst= Aol Elot A=A I(Gary A Rendsburg)2l “Hurvitz Redux: On the Continued Scholarly
Inattention to a Simple Principle of Hebrew Philology”(104—128%)= Z27| 0| X{ZXlo|2t1 &l
= gM 22E2 S S5 ohs 22| Q10{SH HRLES HITSICE = Ol0{St (Aramaisms)E
M2 2ert ot Tt dM 222 HiE Fets| =2lst7| flsiM=, 5 L=0ilM E7[0l AR8E
X|9=l offoistet 7| ¢M 5|22|0E ERTI= OIZ0SHE TE5H0F Stth= A0|Ch 210IE(Richard
M. Wright}= “Further Evidence for North \sraellte Contributions to Late Biblical Hebrew(129—

148%)0|A Z2H|=0| WH=0t T2 2 PHE A=A T 0|ARIY 5|22|0f(Israelian Hebrew)2
EXg 75k WHES 018310 Z=7| 0I’.‘j 220 0] U= £ 0|AZ|A 5|=22|0{e| EX 6 7IXIE
2B}

2M5t
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of| A AH| 2 E (Martin Ehrensvird) 2] “AJA] HE2] Hojsh] A 4
A" (Linguistic Dating of Biblical Texts, 164-1882%)-& 7] AJ 4] 3| H.
2lojs} 7] 4 3l1zjo]s} A} hriehe 1 Aol A B
oleky F 4T} T Ao G ) Tz MRS AL
3le] 727 0]3o) A AN E(AAY oA ok 40-667F; 2. <; 8F
N, 2712k, e}7])e) Qo) 2 A AR, 1 AT o] ol 5ol
7] 744 sl B0 2 2 qith= Aotk I the-at o] F43ith A
A, "F7] A4A aﬁﬂoﬁl Sl #9228 5 e A

o] HEol UEh4A] =t I SAkse] 7] A slHeloje] &
ok AHS 5] A5 AL et 371 94
ejofetar Rolc} EA4, o] el Eo] F7] 44 5
Fesioka 5 A7eheiets o5 ofdld 2

Bk e, oI TR 2
o} SfHes 571 44 suelols] S4S—ums
o]7] gjEoltt. oFAAMZEE o] HE2] 5B o]
E27] 0|59 27] 244 8]B.2]of (postexilic EBH)ZaL 2T}

U-9-8l] (Jacobus Naudé)= “1o] ¥ 3s}e} AFsE 9] o] B AJA] 3]
Hz]o]e] Ho]E"(The Transitions of Biblical Hebrew in the Perspective
of Language Change and Diffusion, 189-21422)0]|A] ‘¢lo] W3}
(linguistic change)$} ‘¢10] AF3E (linguistic diffusion)E T ajoF gtk
AL 7R Tl ol A4, ol ), Y] Sl = 571 A 5lEE]

Tn
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22) Ehrensvird, “Linguistic Dating”, 176.
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B A ESL(Robert Rezetko)= "4 slB.g|o] ] At AAs}7]”
(Dating Biblical Hebrew: Evidence from Samuel-Kings and Chronicles,
215-2502)0 4 57] 444 Slnzlole] Eoleka ka0 = A7k
= o)) Qlo] 54 164 B g, o) e o)l ¢lof
F AP A)9) dolnn) Rohe F4e FAAY wold, o)
715 E3 F7] A slualo] AztEe] 544 o} RaBe Tt
BRI ot} TIAES BAAY 2ot glon, (dEs] TeiA)
A 714 8 A5—AF W, FEAol@ Y (diglossia), AHE M5 2
Ay 2 AHE F Aok YA ESE o Yoprf, Ard-4
o} quj7]¢] Aojof] #FF A= o] A5 3] AZfol}
o #3 AAEI= Besior et ehal g9t o] wa, Ty
7HARFA-E 971 R (g Bol) =om, TRl ARESkaL 8 Tt
Zhe HAIE veof dths Zlolth YR B ofshd, o5 &3t
A -1 7] =3= (literary -linguistic circularity) ] T}.29

EA] 2 (David Talshir)= ‘A2 A& 7] 3|Bg]o]e] A4 DAY (The
Habitat and History of Hebrew during the Second Temple Period, 251 -
275%)0|M $7] A4 S| Ee|oje} nAL s|He|o)e] 7] e] w3k Af

& O AT 271 A FlHEol= ol F=(Yehud)ol A 719
A 5A17] F7A] ARSE A=H BE= o] A]7]ell vhdEellA el

23
24
25

Rezetko, “Dating Biblical Hebrew”, 222.
=2, 239.

K=, 240.
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ohole] g e F7] A4 S\Eelolt ol e} AH A &
A Bolgieie Folt), 5 WRIE A BAsle] HPH o W
1 A% Gk Al 271 44 SRl WAL B elel2,
AFCAAE F7] A4 Sluelolr} Ee sluglolz Bt B4
2 2y

& 57 AA] dlBglo]9} 3B a]o] HEE"(Late Biblical Hebrew
and Hebrew Inscriptions, 276-31128)0| A Z7] AA] 3|H.g]oj e} 94
7] BEEOES] slB o7t Brh= A1 0]F
H|Z=317) AW A= o, v S
A slBelojete Aol vt 2 BEEY s|lHYole SyF o
= A78hs Alo] o vigrAlsitial =3RI.

2) M2 r5122]0] 7, 45-46 (2005—-2006)0IA "HAM 222| 2H0f
S ol 2%, FH
Jo] A MM slnelel, ol F Fmulxe] Py} 1ol

=

o] BAIA ol ek At 2kt & 21Gol A Al LEE Yt
2004, 200539l = E1] A& -d4183] (Society of Biblical Literature
Annual Meeting)ol| 4] o] Ao et B AxA] o] AH), o]
o) Wy =EESo] Ad e B o] AT, (Hebrew Studies) 20057}
2006 ol AT o714 o] A del] A =RES =28, T
slod TA B o] Ao)ha] At A4 (Linguistic Dating of Biblical
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Honour of A. Graeme Auld (VTSup 113; Leiden: Brill, 2007), 379-417. BIMEZ 2| 2003 =22
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Recent Debates on the Linguistic Dating of

Biblical Texts:
A Survey of Scholarship

Dong-Hyuk Kim, Ph.D.

Lecturer at Methodist Theological University

The present study is a survey of scholarship on the linguistic dating
of biblical texts. Avi Hurvitz has sought to establish a dating method
for biblical texts on the basis of linguistic data. He has argued, first,
that linguistic change in Biblical Hebrew (= BH) during the exile was so
decisive that Eatly Biblical Hebrew (= EBH) of the pre-exilic period is
clearly distinguished from Late BH (= LBH) of the post-exilic period;
and, second, that, since EBH and LBH are distinct both in form and
chronology, one can date biblical texts by using linguistic data only.
Hurvitz’s method soon became a standard in the scholarly guild, and
Hurvitz himself and other younger scholars produced studies that
attempt to date biblical books/texts on linguistic grounds. These studies
have treated, for example, the | source, the P source, Ezekiel, individual
psalms, the prose portion of Job, Qoheleth, Esther, and so forth.

Since 2003, a challenging voice crystallized through a succession
of publications: an essay collection entitled Biblical Hebrew: Studies
in Chronology and Typology (2003), volumes 46 and 47 of Hebrew
Studies (2005-2000), and Ian Young, Robert Rezetko, and Martin
Ehrensvird’s Linguistic Dating of Biblical Texts (2008). The challenging
voice, represented by Young, Rezetko, and Ehrensvird, has argued the

following: first, EBH and LBH are not completely distinct in form and
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chronology, though it is true that they are not identical. Second, EBH
and LBH should rather be considered stylistic options from which the
post-exilic biblical writers were free to choose. Third, accordingly, it is
impossible to date biblical texts on the basis of linguistic data only.

The present study, first, introduces Hurvitz’s method of linguistic
dating and surveys the studies of Hurvitz himself and his followers;
second, it examines the challenging voices against Hurvitz’s method,;
and, third, it discusses two of the most recent attempts published in
2012, Diachrony in Biblical Hebrew, edited by Cynthia Miller-Naudé and
Ziony Zevit, and Dong-Hyuk Kim’s Early Biblical Hebren, Late Biblical
Hebrew, and Linguistic Variability, and probes their significance in the

debate.
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