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to the (older) Scandinavian school and by the lack of attention to the minimalists-the 
latter admittedly controversial and nontraditional, but their perspective should have been 
included in a thorough commentary. Moreover, at times the concomitant synchronic and 
diachronic approach to the text does R.'s eX(1gesis a disservice. It seems, on occasion, as 
if he is treating extrabiblical, Second TempltOi works, such as the Genesis Apocryphon or 
Jubilees, intertextually; but this approach is mmnative, problematic, and in some instances 
(e.g., pp. 146-47 on Gen 12:10-20; p. 230011 Genesis 14) not particularly helpful. 

Ruppert's commentary follows the tradi~ional service-oriented aspect of the series in 
which it is published. Despite its problems, it is a useful contribution to the field. 

Sara Mandell, The University of South Florida, Tampa, FL 33620 

KUTSUOMI SHIMASAKI, Focus and Structure ill Biblical Hebrew: A Study of Word Order 
and Information Structure (Bethesda, MD: CDL, 2002). Pp. xvi + 314. $35. 

~hi~as:w's book is one of .the latest ita growi~g body of literature treating word 
order ill BIblIcal Hebrew (BH). HIS goals are. (1) to discover the underlying principle for 
both nominal and verbal clause word order; (2) to ascertain the role of the clause-initial 
position; (3) to elucidate the functional difference of the different word orders; and (4) to 
clarify the relationship among word order, eJinphasis, and contrast as reflected in the use 
of Biblical Hebrew" (p. 30). 

Shimasaki begins with a survey of earlier studies of word order, concentrating on 
those studies that are most influential for his oWn model. In particular, S. follows E. J. Revell 
("The System of the Verb in Standard Biblical Prose," HUCA 60 [1989] 1-37) and Alviero 
Niccacci ("Simple Nominal Clause [SNC] or Verbless Clause in Biblical Hebrew Prose," 
ZAH 6/2 [1993] 216-27) in treating nominal ~d verbal clauses together, and he "presup
poses the sequential/non-sequential verbal s*stem" (p. 32) outlined by Yoshinobu Endo 
(The Verbal System of Classical Hebrew in the Joseph Story: An Approachfrom Discourse 
Analysis [SSN 32; Assen: Van Gorcum, 1996]) and Randall Buth ("The Hebrew Verb in 
Current Discussion," Journal of Translation :and Textlinguistics 5 [1992] 91-105). 

In chaps. 2-4, S. presents an informatio~-structure model for BH based primarily on 
Knud Lambrecht, Information Structure and ~entence Form: Topic, Focus, and the Mental 
Representation of Discourse Referents (Campridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994). 
S.'s central claim is twofold: clause-initial pO$ition is marked for focus in BH; and BH has 
three focus structures (following Lambrecht):i predicate focus, argument focus, and clause 
~~. . 

In the remainder of the book (chaps. 5-11), S. applies his theory of three focus 
structures to the clause data from earlier studjes and grammars (helpfully tabulated in two 
appendixes), and treats the contiguous text oflDeut 4:44-11 :32 in a third appendix. S. also 
includes indexes of biblical references and sUbjects. 

Despite the extensive data analyzed by ~., the weakness of his theory undercuts his 
conclusions. First, S. leaves no place for syntax; according to his theory, all word order is 
apparently motivated pragmatically. Method~logically speaking, it would be more sound 
to explain the syntax of BH word order befqre attempting to unravel its pragmatics. For 
instance, S. adopts the position of the maj?rity that the normal word order in BH is 
verb-subject without presenting any syntactical evidence supporting this view. This is a 
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rather large assumption to make in a work on word order. If S. were to take into account 
syntactically motivated word orders (e.g., jussives and cohortatives are always clause
initial), his theory might look very different. 

Similarly, S. appears uncritically to presuppose Endo and Buth's sequential/nonse
quential model of the BH verbal system. Despite the prevalence of this model, it is unsup
portable in light of linguistic typology, which provides no clear parallel among the world's 

languages. 
Finally, although S. adopts Lambrecht's triadic model of focus, he crucially departs 

from Lambrecht's definition of focus as that part of a proposition that is new or asserted 
(in contrast to old or presupposed). Instead, S. offers an alternative definition of focus that, 
although legitimate, is incompatible with Lambrecht's triadic model: "To focus is to mark 
an item as being informationally prominent or to highlight it" (p. 42). In contrast to 
Lambrecht's focus, which is a component of every proposition, it is doubtful that focus as 

S. defines it is always present. 
The theoretical problems S. encounters in trying to combine his definition of focus 

with Lambrecht's model are evident from his confusing, if not contradictory, statements 
on focus and new/old information: "the clause-initial position is marked for focus" (p. 42); 
"the comment [i.e., new information] is always focused" (p. 43); "old information is often 
focused" (p. 43); and "all new information is prominent [i.e., focused], but not all promi
nent information is new" (p. 43). It is doubtful that the clause-initial position in BH can 
simultaneously mark these disparate elements of focus. 

John A. Cook, 2560 Upham St., Madison, WI 53704 

DAVID A. DESILVA, Introducing the Apocrypha: Message, Context, and Significance 
(Grand Rapids: Baker, 2002). pp. 428. $29.99. 

In recent years, there has been a renaissance in the study of the apocryphal/deutero
canonical books, as this volume indicates. The author, NT professor at the Ashland Theo
logical Seminary in Ohio, has already published a volume entitled 4 Maccabees in the 
series Guides to Apocrypha and Pseudepigrapha (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 
1998). He now supplies an introduction to the sixteen texts translated for the Apocrypha 
section of the NRSV, ranging from Tobit to 4 Maccabees. Fifteen of these texts appear in 
some or all of the great uncial codexes of the LXX; the exception is 2 Esdras, where the 
Latin text is used. It is arguable that future introductions to this literature could usefully 
have a supplement treating 1 Enoch and Jubilees, since the Ethiopic church regards both 
these books as canonical, and Qumran has yielded several Aramaic or Hebrew manuscripts 

of them. 
After a short foreword by James Charlesworth, reflecting on the theological value of 

the Prayer of Manasseh, deS. provides an important introductory chapter, dealing with the 
definition of these writings, their canonical status, and their links with early Christian 
writings. While it would be possible to emphasize other aspects of the material, deS. 
generally navigates these disputed areas soundly and with ecumenical sensitivity. He states 
forthrightly that he shares "the perspective of Jerome, Wyclif, Luther, and the sixth Article 
of Religion of the Anglican church" that "the Apocrypha, while not of the status of sacred 
Scripture, have much to teach us about God" (p. 40). He specifies the chronological 


