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making this an excellent supplementary textbook for second-year Hebrew 
students—if they can read German! The clean drawings included with each 
inscription provide an additional learning tool for those seeking to read paleo-
Hebrew letters and develop a sense of the shapes and forms of ancient Hebrew  
The variety of media (incised inscriptions, ink-written ostraca, bullae and seal 
impressions, tomb inscriptions, and so on) offers another helpful window into 
the reality of writing in daily life in ancient societies, thus providing those 
learning Hebrew further insights into the material culture of ancient Israel 

In addition to the paleo-Hebrew inscriptions, the author opted to include 
six Aramaic inscriptions (pp  183–94) and 17 Greek inscriptions (pp  195–223)  
A robust bibliography (pp  226–35) and catalog of the drawings (pp  236–37) 
is followed by five indexes (corresponding to the five language sections), four 
major paleographical charts documenting the development of letter shapes, 
and four maps containing the geographical locations of all the inscriptions 

All in all, kudos to Jaroš and the publisher for a user-friendly and compre-
hensive epigraphical source book  The broad chronological range of the volume 
offers links to both OT and NT scholarship, even though the main emphasis 
lies on the OT period  While the volume does not contain exhaustive technical 
discussion to specific paleographical or semantic issues, the explanatory sec-
tions offer sufficient details to alert the reader/student to the reality of differ-
ent readings and diverging translations and serves as a healthy reminder of 
the fact that translation always involves interpretation 

Gerald A. Klingbeil 
Andrews University

Peter Bekins  Transitivity and Object Marking in Biblical Hebrew  HSS 64  Winona 
Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns, 2014  Pp  xxi + 234  ISBN 978-1-57506-948-7  $44 50 
cloth 

This volume is a revision of the author’s dissertation, completed in 2012 at 
the Hebrew Union College–Jewish Institute of Religion under the supervi-
sion of Stephen A  Kaufman and W  Randall Garr  The volume treats the well-
known but understudied problem of the object pronoun את (the nota accusativi), 
namely, what factors account for its presence or absence to mark the verbal 
object? While grammars recognize that the object marker is restricted to defi-
nite objects, the basis (or bases) for its optionality with definite objects has 
yet to be satisfactorily explained  Bekins is to be commended for presenting 
us with a significant step forward on this question  The significance lies in no 
small part with the fact that Bekins resists oversimplifying the factors involved 
in constructing an adequate explanation  The result is that his claims are cau-
tious, and at multiple points his study is suggestive of related areas opportune 
for further research 

Chapter 1 is a brief introduction to the problem of את and the two areas 
of linguistic research that Bekins draws on to address it: differential object 
marking and a prototype approach to transitivity  In chapter 2, Bekins surveys 
approaches to Biblical Hebrew case and variability of את  Here, he critically 
evaluates previous claims that the presence of את is “emphatic” and that it 
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marks accusative case  He also examines three influential theories that ap-
proach the problem on the basis of the differential object marking phenom-
enon: Geoffrey A  Khan, “Object Markers and Agreement Pronouns in Semitic 
Languages,” Bulletin of the School of Oriental and African Studies 47 (1984): 468–
500; W  Randall Garr, “Affectedness, Aspect, and Biblical ʾet,” ZAH 4 (1991): 
119–34; and Michel Malessa, Untersuchungen zur verbalen Valenz im biblischen 
Hebräische (SSN 49; Assen: Van Gorcum, 2006)  These three studies form the 
starting point for Bekins’ treatment 

In chapter 3, Bekins develops his approach to the problem that he applies 
in the following two chapters  He begins with the intersection of features in 
the direct object  He notes that, “in the prototypical example, the direct object 
is associated with the semantic patient and the secondary topic, and it is coded 
with the accusative case” (p  69)  From there, he expounds on two varieties of 
the differential object marking phenomenon (DOM)  The first, asymmetrical 
DOM, deals with the presence or absence of an overt object marker  In keeping 
with Khan’s work, he notes that there is widespread agreement that “individu-
ation” is the primary factor explaining the asymmetric DOM  In particular, 
individuation has to do with discourse topicality and is measurable with an 
animacy scale (human → animate [non-human] → inanimate) and definiteness 
scale (pronoun → proper name → definite noun phrase → indefinite specific 
noun phrase → nonspecific noun phrase)  Essentially, if an object on a given 
point on these scales is overtly marked, so may be everything above that level 
on the scale  In general, the higher on these scales a given object, the more 
likely it is to be overtly marked (p  73–74)  Complicating this phenomenon of 
asymmetrical DOM is the fact that languages vary with respect to their sensi-
tivity to these semantic features of animacy and definiteness: some languages 
are unaffected by them, others vary object marking based solely on these fea-
tures, and others show expansion or restriction of marking based on semantic 
features (p  75) 

The second variety of differential object marking is symmetrical DOM, 
which treats the alternation between accusative object marking and oblique 
(prepositional) object marking  Bekins contrasts “canonical transitive verbs,” 
which select an agent and patient, and “noncanonical transitive verbs” in 
which the subject and object vary from the prototypical agent and patient  In 
line with Garr, he proposes to explain symmetrical DOM in terms of affected-
ness and aspect: affectedness has to do with the degree to which an agent’s 
action is transferred to a patient (p  81); with regard to aspect, the character 
of the object and how it is marked may affect the aspectual interpretation of 
the verb phrase 

In chapter 4, Bekins analyzes the phenomenon of asymmetrical DOM in 
a “random sample” of 1,100 cases from Standard Biblical Hebrew prose  His 
data confirm the standard intuition that object marking variability relates to 
definiteness: overt object marking is obligatory for proper names, optional for 
definite noun phrases, and prohibited for indefinite noun phrases (p  93)  The 
first portion of the chapter is an exploration of the factors that account for the 
presence or absence of the object marker in the cases that fall within the “op-
tional” category  He concludes that discourse identifiability, animacy, and cata-
phoric persistence (the number of consecutive clauses in which a co-referential 
noun phrase appears) all affect in a scalar manner the presence or absence of 
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an overt object marker  In the second portion of the chapter, he examines cases 
in which there is an unexpectedly low frequency of overt object marking, in-
cluding עׂשה with abstract object, objects with reflexive pronoun suffixes (that 
is, with pronouns referring back to the subject), and modal (that is, irrealis 
mood) and negative verbs 

Chapter 5 is an examination of symmetrical DOM in Biblical Hebrew  
In particular, Bekins focuses on two categories of alternation  The first is the 
accusative- partitive/locative alternation  Oblique marking with canonical 
transitive verbs such as אכל, “eat,” indicates an unbounded reading, such as 
partitive (e g , -אכל ב in Prov 9:5)  Oblique marking with transitive verbs with 
incremental theme, such as אחז, “grasp,” indicates partial affectedness of the 
object and hence an unbounded reading (e g , -ב  ,in Judg 20:6)  Finally אחז 
with motion verbs such as בוא, “enter,” the variation does not affect bounded-
ness, but rather the nonoblique markings should be interpreted as “unmarked 
obliques ”

The second alternation Bekins examines is the accusative-dative (e g , the 
accusative-oblique alternation of the indirect object of נתן)  He demonstrates 
that variation between את and ל marking of the indirect object is complicated 
by the dialectal and diachronic factor of the spread of ל direct object marking 
from Aramaic (lamed objecti)  Finally, he examines accusative-oblique variation 
for several other verb types: verbs of social interaction (e g , דרׁש with ב/את), 
relative motion (e g , רדף with אחר/את), and verbs of experience (e g , ׁשמע with 
 Chapter 6 presents a summary of his results, and the index provides a  (ב/את
nonexhaustive list of authorities and topics 

Bekins has given us an important contribution to the knotty problems sur-
rounding object marking variation in Biblical Hebrew  The complexity of the 
issue is evident in the increasing tentativeness of his conclusions as he proceeds 
through his study of the data in chapters 4 and 5  This is no weakness of the 
work but exhibits a sober approach to the data and inadvertently suggests av-
enues of further research on these topics  My only criticism of his argument is 
the somewhat casual interchange of notions of situation and viewpoint aspect 
and boundedness  This was especially evident in one place where on a single 
page he describes the accusative-oblique variation as involving boundedness, 
telicity (situation aspect), and imperfectivity (viewpoint aspect)  I suspect that 
the source of this promiscuity lies in confusing boundedness with types of 
aspect, on which, see Ilse Depraetere (“On the Necessity of Distinguishing 
Between (Un)boundedness and (A)telicity,” Linguistics and Philosophy 18 [1995]: 
1–19) 

John A. Cook 
Asbury Theological Seminary

Edwin M  Yamauchi and Marvin R  Wilson, eds  Dictionary of Daily Life in Bib-
lical and Post-biblical Antiquity, vol  1: A–Da  Peabody, MA: Hendrickson, 
2014  Pp  xxxvi + 400  ISBN 978-1-61970-460-2  $24 95 paper 

The first of a three-volume work, the dictionary is based on Human Relations 
Area Files, which attempts to cover an anthropological grid of human society  


