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Abstract
The present study (divided into two papers) provides a dynamic –
conceptually consistent and typologically plausible – classification of the QOTEL
form in the Biblical, Rabbinic and Modern Hebrew languages. While preserving
the entire semantic and functional richness of the construction, the author defines
the gram as a portion of the imperfective path, which is additionally bifurcated into
modal contamination and modal ability clines. The comparison of the dynamic
states of the formation in three the diachronic periods furthermore demonstrates
that the evolution of the QOTEL pattern may not be equaled to a simple change
from a progressive aspect into a present tense. First, the QOTEL (in present and
future temporal spheres) fails to suffer any qualitative semantic development,
spanning the same section of the posited trajectory over the three historical periods
– the modification is generally quantitative. Second, the QOTEL in a past time
frame (both as a simple QOTEL morphology and in combination with the auxiliary
hayah ‘be’) offers qualitative and quantitative alternations. Most importantly, it has
lost progressive senses but acquired modal values of possibility and probability
which are prompted by its prominent habitual meaning.

This article constitutes the second part of the series. It introduces the remaining
portion of evidence (i.e. the data from the Modern Hebrew language), provides dynamic
definitions of the QOTEL in Biblical, Rabbinic and Modern Hebrew and analyzes the
modifications of the dynamic states of the gram during these three historical periods.

Keywords: Classification of QOTEL, Biblical, Rabbinic and Modern Hebrew, Comparative
linguistics, Qualitative and quantitative alterations, Modality

1. The point where we left our discussion
The present study offers an alternative approach to the question of the
meaning of the qotel gram in the Hebrew language and its semantic development
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from the biblical to modern period through the rabbinic époque. This novel analysis
is based upon the understanding of the total meaning of a verbal gram in dynamic
terms as defended by cognitive, typological and grammaticalization linguistics.
According to this definition, the overall meaning of a verbal formation corresponds
to a set-theoretic union of the individual values available in concrete uses, ordered
and represented as a portion of universal diachronic templates (paths), additionally
enriched by the information concerning the frequency (Andrason 2011: 28-34, 2012
and 2013a). Thus, with respect to the qotel form, this dynamic definition signifies
that the gram – analyzed separately in the three synchronic periods, i.e. in Biblical
(BH), Rabbinic (RH) and Modern (MH) Hebrew – should be portrayed as a map of
senses (either prototypical [i.e. frequent] or peripheral [i.e. rare]) chained by means
of certain evolutionary clines. These dynamic definitions of the qotel offered
individually for each one of the three historical periods should, in turn, enable us to
provide a more accurate model of its evolution, showing how such dynamic states
of the construction (modeled as portions of the cline(s)) have been modified across
centuries.
The present article constitutes the second part of the series. In the
previously published part 1 (Andrason 2013b), the methodological foundations
of the author’s approach were meticulously explained and the empirical evidence
concerning Biblical and Rabbinic Hebrew was introduced. To be precise, as far as
the methodological issues are concerned, the procedure of mapping the semantic
potentials of verbal grams by means of universal diachronic templates was
presented and theoretically substantiated. Next, three templates or clines which
are related to the constructions that function as progressives, imperfectives or
presents were explained in detail. These clines are the imperfective path, modal
contamination path and the modal path of habituals. All of them jointly represent
the grammatical life of imperfective formations arisen from participial inputs
and account for all the possible values (taxis, aspectual, temporal and modal)
displayed by such grams at any moment of their grammatical life. In addition,
the evidence concerning the semantic potential of the qotel formation in Biblical
and Rabbinic Hebrew was introduced. The provided data demonstrated that
static – one label (as an aspect [progressive] or tense [present]) – classifications
of the qotel formation in these two historical phases conflict with a real state
of affairs. As the BH and RH qotel grams convey various senses, a dynamic
definition based upon the path-templates seems to be more suitable. In a concise
and explanatory shape, such a definition preserves the entirety of information
concerning the semantic richness of the form, thus enabling scholars to escape
drastic oversimplifications.
In this paper – which continues and finalizes the research activities
undertaken in the previously published part one – the author is engaged in
completing the presentation of the empirical evidence and developing a synthetic
– synchronic and diachronic – explanation. Namely, to begin with, the data related
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to Modern Hebrew – the third and last historical stage of the Hebrew language
will be introduced (cf. section 2). Next, a holistic dynamic classification of the
gram in the three diachronic periods will be formulated and the changes in its
semantic states (portrayed as portions of paths) across centuries will be discussed
(section 3). In this manner, the author will show that in each diachronic period,
partially incoherent, semantic and functional characteristics of the Hebrew
formation may be rationalized and represented as a coherent phenomenon. By
employing the clines introduced in the first article of the series, it is possible to
picture the state of the gram (i.e. its entire semantic and functional potential) as
a single geometrical object, a portion of a path or a multi-segmental state. This
will, in turn, enable us to posit a more accurate model of the evolution of the
gram across the three historical periods. To be exact, it will be demonstrated
how the state of the formation, i.e. its path representation, was modified
from Biblical Hebrew to Modern Hebrew, though the phase of the Rabbinic
Hebrew language.

2. Modern Hebrew
Although Modern Hebrew is historically disconnected from Biblical and
Rabbinic Hebrew, in the present paper we will regard it as a posterior stage of
the two earlier languages. In other words, it will be understood as a systematic
and more advanced reflex of the processes that have been detected in the biblical
and rabbinic periods. This approximation is based on the following fact: even if
Modern Hebrew is regarded as a creolized language with Slavic and Germanic
(particularly Yiddish) substrates, its validity for our research – built on the
dynamic view – remains firm and intact.1 Pidgins, creoles and koinés – as any
linguistic organizations which emerge due to a language contact phenomenon
– regularly display a more profound (“more rapid”) semantic-functional
development than their source languages. Consequently, they may be employed
to prove or disprove the soundness of the explanation hypothesized for their
linguistic inputs (cf. Andrason 2008: 121-140).
In Modern Hebrew grammars, the qotel has received two types of analysis
which strongly approximate a well-known issue in the biblical studies: the
confrontation between the aspectual and temporal views. On the one hand, the
There are wide ranges of opinions on the genetic relation of Modern Hebrew to other
languages, cf. for instance the Slavic-Yiddish theory defended by Blanc (1968), Wexler (1990) and
Horvath and Wexler (1994: 250-257), the creolization theory of Bar-Adon (1965: 84 and 1975:
42) and Ben-David (1985: 165), and the multi-sources theory posited by Kuzar (2001: 135-136).
Consult also Zuckermann (2006: 58-61) and his view whereby the Israeli Hebrew is a hybrid built
on Semitic and Indo-European elements. On the other hand, the genetic relation of the Modern
Hebrew with the Semitic family has been defended by Rosen (1977: 24) and Saenz-Badillos
(1993: 277).
1
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b.

 הייתי קונה את זה,אם היית אומר לי
‘If you had told me, I would have bought it’
( לא הייתי סומכת עליו אם הייתי מכירה אותוGlinert 2005: 143)
I would not have relied on him if I had known him

As was the case in the biblical and rabbinic époques, the MH qotel may not be
simplified to the label of a present tense or an imperfective aspect. It is a complex and
multidimensional form related to various semantic domains and functional types.

‘What would you say in my place?’
It should be noted that the hypothetical hayah qotel may correspond not only to a real
contrary-to-fact (“present”) conditional but also to its unreal (“past”) variant (ibid.:
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( לא הייתי סומכת עליו אם הייתי מכירה אותוGlinert 2005: 143)
I would not have relied on him if I had known him

As was the case in Biblical and Rabbinic Hebrew, the MH qotel may
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hayah qotel) are specialized with distinct functions and meanings. To conclude,
the prototypicality of the MH qotel is similar to that provided by its rabbinic
6
counterpart – it is an advanced imperfective diachrony, a broad present tense that
spans the entire path (it includes progressive, habitual and durative domains).
Likewise regular are its future uses. However, the semantic nucleus of the hayah
qotel has been modified. This variety fails to include the domain of progressivity
and additionally provides various modal nuances. It is thus plausible to assume
that the two grams – qotel and hayah qotel – “have split”. Nowadays, they
constitute two distinct (although “genetically” related) grammatical objects.
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3. Dynamics of the qotel – synchronic and diachronic mapping
The evidence presented above demonstrates that the Hebrew gram qotel
provides a broad range of meanings in the three historical periods, i.e. during
the biblical, rabbinic and modern epochs. This signifies that this morphological
pattern neither can be limited to an exclusive function (matching the category of
verbs, participles, adjectives or nouns), nor may be reduced to a single semantic
value and defined as a tense (present), an aspect (progressive or imperfective)
or an expression of circumstantial simultaneity. However, the functional and
semantic diversity of the qotel does not hinder us from grasping the construction
in its totality and formulating its systematic definition. This may be achieved
by applying the dynamic framework, i.e. by explaining the synchronic potential
of the gram in diachronic terms as a portion of a given evolutionary cline. This
identification of the construction with a developmental path enables us to define
the formation as a rational and coherent phenomenon, and preserve its entire
semantic and functional richness.
First of all, it is evident that the meanings provided by the qotel in Biblical,
Rabbinic and Modern Hebrew match stages located on the imperfective path (cf.
a similar conclusion in Cook 2001: 135, 2002: 269-271 and Joosten 2012: 7778 who affirm that the qotel is a younger imperfective diachrony, the older one
being the long yiqtol). Namely, circumstantial, progressive, habitual, durative
and perfective (when the gram is used as a simple tense) senses may be related
and ordered as corresponding to the sequence of phases of the imperfective cline.
Furthermore, modal values offered by the formation may be rationalized as
acquired following further developmental scenarios, related to the imperfective
trajectory: the modal contamination path (uses in conditional periods and in
future-imperative contexts) and modal ability path originated in habituals
(values of ability, possibility and probability displayed by the simple qotel and
the hayah qotel; this explanation was proposed by Boneh and Doron 2010).
These two “lateral” paths – typologically frequent for grams that evolve along
the imperfective cline (cf. section 2 in the first article of the series) – constitute
well-founded justifications of the modal meanings offered by the qotel. They
link them, both conceptually and diachronically, to the indicative core of the
formation, itself defined as a manifestation of the imperfective track.
Consequently, using the path model, there is no need for simplifying
the real state of affairs and for classifying the gram by choosing an exclusive
label. Quite the contrary is true: we can conserve all semantic dissimilarities
and particularities within a single definition, i.e. the qotel form can be viewed
as a portion of the imperfective cline additionally bifurcated towards the
modal contamination and modal ability paths. This representation of the state
of the gram accounts for its entire semantic potential and is typologically and
conceptually plausible. We can additionally enrich this qualitative model with
quantitative information concerning the frequency of the senses, which enables
146

Qotel and its dynamics (part 2)

us to determine the prototypical sematic nucleus of the form. In this manner,
the changes in the statistical prototypicality may represent modifications in the
cognitive prototypicality and thus imply the evolution of the meaning of the
form as perceived by the speakers: from a circumstantial-progressive to a broad
present and future.
Furthermore, having originated in a participial pattern – whose force
is available in the three periods in the circumstantial use –, the verbal qotel is
genetically related to certain attributive adjectives and to some nominal forms.
In Biblical Hebrew, due to the fact that the gram is a young formation, the
circumstantial value is dominant and thus the proximity between the adjectivalnominal force, on the one hand, and the verbal nature on the other, is significantly
more intense. During later periods, since the gram has advanced on the path
and its main imperfective-cline function corresponds to typical verbal values
(progressive, habitual, durative or perfective), the relation between the qotel verb
and qotel adjective-noun has been weakened. We may even say that nowadays
the two paths have split. Nevertheless, the verbal qotel still offers a clearly
palpable participial use of circumstantial simultaneity – an undoubted vestige of
its non-verbal past. Consequently (and similarly to our solution to the semantic
characteristics of the construction), there is no need for defining the qotel at any
particular historical time as either a verbal or nominal-adjectival form. The same
gram, viewed as a continuum of connected stages of grammaticalization, may
behave in a verbal, participial, nominal or adjectival manner. The accessibility to
such distinct forces and the connection among them are greater at less advanced
stages of the development. Thus, with an increase of grammaticalization, the
formation undergoes a gradual – but far from ideal and/or total – specialization
as a verbal form.
Let us now represent each stage located on the imperfective cline with
a digit that symbolizes the historical order of its incorporation into the verbal
meaning. The circumstantial value, the most original one, will be designed with
number 1, the progressive phase with number 2, etc. Let us also add another
segment, numbered 3.1., which reflects a modal development of habituals and
thus generation of meanings of ability, possibility and probability (senses that are
located on the modal ability path).3 Finally, let us include another section, tagged
as 1.1, representing a modal contamination of indicative grams developing along
the imperfective path (senses located on the cline of modal contamination).4 For
simplicity’s sake, this segment will be placed at the beginning of the cline, i.e.
3
For the sake of simplicity, all these modal values are grouped under a single label-stage.
However, I am aware of the fact that the sense of ability historically precedes the value of root
possibility which, in turn, is followed by the meaning of epistemic possibility (probability). In our
mapping, the three senses are treated as one conceptual box, viz. number 3.1.
4
This conceptual box (1.1) includes all values developed in marked modal environments
(especially in conditional clauses) which are both real and factual as well as counterfactual (real or
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This conceptual box (1.1) includes all values developed in marked modal environments (especially in
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conditional clauses) which are both real and factual as well as counterfactual (real or unreal). Thus, we
are again making use of a conceptual simplification, by grouping under a single label various senses that,
although certainly connected and similar, are not identical.
6
We are, however, aware that the modal contamination affects the gram during its entire evolution, and
thus is applicable to any meaning displayed on the chart. In other words, also in explicit modal milieus,
the qotel develops in accordance with the imperfective path.
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Figure 5: The state space of the qotel in the present time sphere
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Figure 6: The state space of the qotel in the future time sphere
Figure 3: The state space of the qotel in the future time sphere
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In the present chart modal values have been ignored. We consider that modal uses of the
present qotel also account for the future time reference given the fact that modality and futurity are
closely
related.
7
6

In the present chart modal values have been ignored. We consider that modal uses of the present qotel
also account for the future time reference given the fact that modality and futurity are closely related.
8
The yihyeh qotel is very seldom employed and may be omitted as a residual form.
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epistemic mood (possibility or probability). This last usage does not appear in
the biblical and rabbinic languages.7
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Figure 4: The state space of the hayah qotel
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Such a global and reconciling view was obtained by employing a dynamic type of
categorization, i.e. a map of senses that were connected by means of universal
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Hebrew, the dynamic classifications of the gram in the two posterior languages
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entirely indebted, the definition presented above incorporates the majority of
important findings available in the theories formulated thus far. It shows that all
the models may be treated as complementary – each one of them emphasizes
a given portion of the semantic potential and functional load of the gram. Such
a global and reconciling view was obtained by employing a dynamic type of
categorization, i.e. a map of senses that were connected by means of universal
diachronic templates.
Furthermore, as for the evolution of the construction in Rabbinic and
Modern Hebrew, the dynamic classifications of the gram in the two posterior
languages demonstrate that the development of the qotel may not be equaled
with its plain transformation into a general present form. Quite the reverse, as
far as the simple qotel is concerned, the main change is not qualitative but rather
quantitative – it involves the increase in frequency and regularization of values
already available during the BH period. These changes in frequency suggest
modifications in prototypicality and thus in the users’ perception of the qotel
form. Only in the past temporal sphere can qualitative modifications be detected.
They correspond to a reduction of the uses of the gram as a past imperfective
form. Likewise, the hayah qotel formation shows qualitative changes, suffering
a gradual loss of circumstantial and progressive meanings.
With respect to the “schizophrenic” nominal-adjectival-participialverbal nature of the qotel, we again face quantitative – but not qualitative –
modifications. This signifies that the statistical distribution among verbal and
non-verbal functions has been altered but the availability to such uses has not.
It should be observed that our classification of the qotel – despite its
benefits – has certain deficiencies which, however, can easily be overcome.
The path definition of the gram accounts for its total semantic and functional
diversity: it includes all values displayed by the formation. Nevertheless, we are
aware of the fact that the weight of such meaning-stages is not equal within the
gram’s potential. Some of them are common while others appear as residual.
Consequently, a detailed analysis of the frequency of all values-stages offered
by the qotel must be provided. In the present paper, following classical studies
and their conclusions with regard to the commonness or rareness of determined
values, we generally and superficially stated that a given sense was frequent or
peripheral. These general – but certainly correct – observations must be supported
by a meticulous and purely numerical examination. Such a detailed statistical
analysis of the frequency of the senses of the qotel constitutes one of the future
research plans of the author (cf. already Cook 2012 and his data concerning the
verbal uses of the participle in Late Biblical Hebrew).
Address for Correspondence: andrason@sun.ac.za
University of Stellenbosch, Department of Ancient Studies, Private Bag X1,
7602 Matieland, South Africa
151

Alexander Andrason

References
Andrason, A. 2008. The BÚNA construction in Pidgin Icelandic. Íslenskt mál 30. 121140
Andrason, A. 2011. The Biblical Hebrew verbal system in light of grammaticalization –
the second generation. Hebrew Studies 52. 19-51
Andrason, A. 2012. Thermodynamic model of the Biblical Hebrew verbal system. In: D.
Eades (ed.) Grammaticalisation in Semitic. Journal of Semitic Studies Supplement
Series 29. 146-163. Oxford.
Andrason, A. 2013a. El sistema verbal hebreo en su contexto semítico: una visión
dinámica. Estella.
Andrason, A. 2013b. Qotel and its dynamics. Part 1. Folia Orientalia 50.
Bar-Adon, A. 1965. The Evolution of Modern Hebrew. In: J. L. Teller (ed.) Acculturation
and Integration. 65-95. New York.
Bar-Adon, A. 1975. The Rise and Decline of a Dialect: A Study in the Revival of Modern
Hebrew. The Hague, Paris.
Ben-David, A. 1985. Spoken Hebrew and written Hebrew Periods. In: M. Bar-Asher
(ed.) Studies in Language I. 163-173. Jerusalem.
Berman, R. A. 1978. Modern Hebrew Structure. Tel Aviv.
Blanc, H. 1968. The Israeli Koiné as an Emergent National Standard. In: J. A. Fishman et
al (eds.) Language Problems in Developing Nations. 237-252. New York.
Boneh, N.; E. Doron. 2010. Modal and Temporal Aspects of Habituality. In: M. Rappaport
Hovav, E. Doron, I. Sichel (eds.) Lexical Semantics, Syntax, and Event Structure.
338-363. Oxford.
Coffin, E. A.; S. Bolozky. 2005. A Reference Grammar of Modern Hebrew. Cambridge.
Cook, J. 2001. The Hebrew Verb: A Grammaticalization Approach. Zeitschrift fur
Althebraistik 14/2. 117-143
Cook, J. 2002. The Biblical Hebrew Verbal System: A Grammaticalization Approach.
PhD dissertation. Department of Hebrew and Semitic Studies, University of
Wisconsin-Madison.
Cook, J. 2008. The Hebrew Participle and Stative. Journal of Northwest Semitic
Languages 34. 1-19
Cook, J. 2012. Time and Biblical Hebrew Verb. Winona Lake.
Dekel, N. 2010. A matter of time: tense, mood and aspect in Spontaneous Spoken Israeli
Hebrew. Utrecht.
Glinert, L. 2005. The Grammar of Modern Hebrew. New York, London.
Gordon, A. 1982. The Development of the Participle in Biblical, Mishnaic and Modern
Hebrew. Monographic Journals of the Near East, Afroasiatic Linguistics 8/3. 121179
Horvath, J.; P. Wexler. 1994. Unspoken languages and the issue of genetic classification:
the case of Hebrew. Linguistics 32. 241-269
Joosten, J. 2012. The Verbal System of Biblical Hebrew. Jerusalem.
Kuzar, R. 2001. Hebrew and Zionism: A Discourse Analytic Cultural Study. Berlin.
Lyttleton, Z.; T. Wang. 2004. Colloquial Hebrew. London, New York.

152

Qotel and its dynamics (part 2)
Piela, M. 2008. Konstrukcja  היה פועלwe współczesnej hebrajszczyźnie literackiej. Żydzi
i judaizm we współczesnych badaniach polskich 4. 1-20.
Rosen, H. B. 1977. Contemporary Hebrew (Trends in Linguistics 11). The Hague.
Saenz-Badillos, A. 1996. A History of the Hebrew Language. Cambridge.
Tsivoni, L. 1991. Ways to express perfective, iterative, durative and tense in written
Israeli Hebrew. Leshonenu 56. 55-88
Wexler, P. 1991. The Schizoid Nature of Modern Hebrew: A Slavic Language in Search
of a Semitic Past. Wiesbaden.
Zuckermann, G. 2006. A New Vision for “Israeli Hebrew”: Theoretical and Practical
Implications of Analysing Israel’s Main Language as a Semi-Engineered SemitoEuropean Hybrid Language. Journal of Modern Jewish Studies 1/5. 57-71

153

