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1. Introduction

Biblical Hebrew (BH) verbal forms manifest rich inflection within the finite (Fin) clause,
encoding the functional categories of temporality (T), mood (Mood), grammatical aspect
(Asp), and modality (Mod). These categories have been widely discussed in the literature,
and their relative role is still under debate (recently Hatav 1997, 2008, Joosten 2002, Cook
2006, 2012 and others). In particular, Asp and Mod have proven hard to disentangle in the
morphology of the BH verb. The present work will reflect this by assuming that these two
categories are composed together as Asp/Mod (AM) in the inflection of the verb.

Obijectives of the paper are to show that:

l. The same functional categories which determine the inflection of the BH finite verb
also determine the feature specification of the BH infinitive. (In particular, the
functional categories of the BH infinitive are clausal rather than nominal (section 4).)

. BH has a single infinitive combined with different inflectional categories, yielding
the so-called Infinitive Absolute and Infinitive Construct, which, together with the
finite (Fin) verb, gives rise to 4 clause types: Fin, Poss-inf, PRO-inf, and Nom-inf.

1. These clause types are classified by their highest functional projection Tgin, T, AM,
Mood, which accounts for their distribution.

IV.  There is a concomitant 4-way alternation of attachment options of subject and object
clitics to the verb: [+Scl+Ocl], [+Scl—Ocl], [-Scl+Ocl], [-Scl-Ocl].

The examples in (1) illustrate, using the same verb remember, the Fin and infinitival clause
types in their typical functions. The Fin construction is a clause in the indicative mood, or in
a variety of irrealis moods (imperative/ jussive/ cohortative), and Nom-inf is an irrealis root
clause. Irrealis mood endows the clause with illocutionary force. Poss-inf and PRO-inf are
embedded clauses lacking force, and their distribution will be discussed in detail below.
Poss-inf often functions as a temporal adverbial, and PRO-inf — as a purpose adverbial:

la Fin
i Indicative (9 an MWYNII) Dn? D‘_;D j\))zx njb‘;DD N qvv ﬂb”]
wayyizkor yvosep ?Pét ha-halomaot Paser halam la-hem

and.remembered.3ms Joseph Acc the-dreams that dreamt.3ms to-3mp
Then Joseph remembered the dreams which he had dreamed about them. (Gen. 42:9)

ii. Imperative (27 v ©M27) APYIY PRYY ONIANY TPTIYD 957

zokor la-Sabade-ka lo-abraham lo-yishaq i-lo-yaSaqob
remember.IMPR.2MS to-servants-P0ssS.2MP to-Abraham to-Isaac and-to-Jacob
Remember Your servants, Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. (Deut 9:27)

b. Nom-inf (7 5 7NY) WTRY NIYND DP-NN 915Y
zakor et yom  has-sabbat lo-gaddas-o
remember.INFABS ACC day.CS the-sabbath to-sanctify.INF-ACC.3MS
Remember the Sabbath day, to keep it holy. (Ex. 20:8)

! The distinction between the BH Poss-inf and PRO-inf, which serves the base of the distinction between the
Modern Hebrew Gerund and Infinitive, is already found in Doron 2016, 2019.
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c Poss-inf (1¥9p ©9NN) 1PY-NN 99912 1°73-D) NIY? DY 922 M) Y

Cal naharot babel — Sam yasab-ni gam baki-nii  ba-10kr-enii Pt siyyon
by rivers.cs Babylon there sat-1p  also wept-1P when-remember.INF-POSS.1P ACC Zion
By the rivers of Babylon, there we sat down and wept when we remembered Zion.

(Ps. 137:1)

d  PRO-inf
(16 L PYNIL) MN Y)-53 P2 DD P2 DI 17712 9519 DOIOND Y2 NYRD NI
Wahayat-a haq-geset be-Sanan  wu-rali-ti-ha
and.be.MOD-3Fs the-rainbow.F in.the-cloud and-will.see-1s-AccC.3Fs
li-zkor borit {olam ben Pélohim ii-bén kol nepes hayya
to-remember.INF covenant.Cs eternity between God  and-between all soul living

The rainbow shall be in the cloud, and I will look on it to remember the everlasting covenant
between God and every living creature. (Gen. 9:16)

The Poss-inf suject is in the possessive case, overtly marked for pronomial subjects, in
particular the 1% person singular, where the possessive marking differs from accusative
marking of the corresponding object clitics in the PRO-inf construction. Thus, the 1% person
object clitic -eni in (2a) differs in form from the 1% person subject clitic -7 in (2b):

2.a PRO-inf
(14 2 MnwY) YINRD-NN MID WND WX NAX [PRO 1390190

ha-lo-[harg-éent PRO] ratta 2omer ka?aser harag-ta Pt ham-misri
Q-to- [kill.INF-ACC.1S PRQO] You intend.PTC.MS as killed-2ms Acc the Egyptian

Do you intend to kill me as you killed the Egyptian? (Ex. 2:14)

b  Poss-inf
(13> mnv) (02981 NIN3 *NDD] PNYNT 9)) DI MIN-NI)

Wa-I6  yihye  b-akem negep lo-mashit
and-NEG be.MOD at-2MP plague to-destroy.PTC.MS

bo-  [hakkot-T ba-?eres  Misrayim]
when-[strike.INF.POSS.1s at-land.cs Egypt]

And the plague shall not be on you to destroy you when | strike the land of Egypt. (Ex. 12:13)

3a Fin [+Scl+Ocl]

Casi-ti-w IOy
made-1S-ACC.3MS

b Nom-inf [Scl—Ocl]
faso vy
make.INFABS

¢  Poss-inf [+Scl—Ocl]
ba-{asot-1 mivya
when-make.INF-P0OSS.1S

d  PRO-inf [-Scl+Ocl]
la-Sasot-eni NMvYY

to-make.INF-ACC.1S

2 1t should be clear that the contrast between the overt vs. covert subject in Poss-inf vs. PRO-inf is grammatical
and has nothing to do with the pragmatic contrast between overt and null pronominal subjects in finite clauses
like (i), where the overt/covert choice has to do with information structure:

(36-37 n TNY) INDYN DP-TY IYP? NII--NYD NYY? NI-ON) ,D7PYON 552 HRIY? 932 99?2 12¥HNN DYN YD MSYN i
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4.a Fin
(14 5 5RPIN) DPYYY DINRYN YN DI
hag-goyim Paser hose-ti-m lo-{ené-hem
the peoples that brought.out-1s-Acc.2mpP to-eyes-POSS.3MP
the peoples in whose sight | had brought them out (Eze. 20:14)

b PRO-inf
(42 > MnY) D381 YIND ONIINY

lo-hosi?-am me-reres misrayim
to-bring.out.INF-AcC.3MP from-land.cs Egypt
for bringing them out of the land of Egypt (Ex. 12:42)

¢ Poss-inf
(430 NIPM) DN NINN DMONINAF 098N0 YINN ONIN INONHNI

ba-host?-t 20tam me-reres misrayim
when-bring.out.INF-POss.1s Acc.3MP from-land.cs Egypt
when | brought them out of the land of Egypt (Lev. 23:43)

* ba-hast?-i-m me-reres misrayim
when-bring.out.INF-P0OSS.1s -Acc.3MP  from-land.cs Egypt

The ungrammaticality in the (c) example above is not due to “heaviness” of two combined
clitics, since even if the subject is not a pronominal clitic but a full lexical item, even then an
object clitic is impossible in the Poss-inf construction:

5. Poss-inf
a (157 PWUNIT)  INYD-DDIMIN ORHYAY > INS-D INN-MDN XNYIY NIN PPY M DY

wayyasem  YHWH la-qayin 76t  lo-bilti hakkat ?0to kol maogs?-o0

and.put.3ms Lord to-Cain mark to-NEG Kill.INF ACC.3MS any find.PTC.MS-POSS.3MS

And the Lord set a mark on Cain, lest anyone finding him should Kill him.(Gen. 4:15)
*|o-bilti  hakkot-0 kol mosr-o

to-NEG kill.INF-ACC.3Ms any find.PTC.MS-P0SS.3MS

b (7). YD NNV .. ODN NINI-TaY YN NYYD MIIN MY DIYIIN-12

ben  Parba$im Sana Panoki bi-Saloah mose Sebed JHWH 2ott

son.cs forty year | when-send.INF Moses servant.cs Lord Acc.1s

I was forty years old when Moses the servant of the Lord sent me... (Josh. 14:7)

*  ba-Solh-ént mose

when-send.INF-ACC.1S Moses
6. The four clausal types are distinguished by what Wurmbrand 2001, 2014 has called
their restructuring signature: how much of the hierarchy of clausal functional categories is
projected in the clause.

Temporal Non-temporal
Fin Poss-inf PRO-inf Nom-inf
TPrin TP
PN
Trin AM-P T AM-P AM-P
PN PN PN
AM MoodP AM MoodP AM MoodP MoodP
PN PN PN PN
Mood VoiceP Mood VoiceP Mood VoiceP Mood  VoiceP
N N N N
Voice VP Voice VP Voice VP Voice VP



highest inflection +T T
+ verbal Fin PRO-inf
[+Scl+Ocl] | [—Scl+Ocl]
— verbal Poss-inf Nom-inf
[+Scl=Ocl] | [-Scl—Ocl]

This corresponds to what has often been remarked in the literature: object clitics attach to
inflection which is characteristically verbal (e.g. in Romance, Cardinaletti and Shlonsky
2004, Cardinaletti 2008).°

2. One infinitive, different inflectional categories

Historically, the Infinitive Absolute (INFABS) is the original infinitive, also found in Akkadian
(Blau 1979:830), while the Infinitive Construct (INF) has been claimed to originate in a
different Proto-Semitic form, related to the imperfective (Bauer and Leander 1922:843). Yet,
synchronically in BH, | would like to propose that the two are actually two inflectional forms
of a single infinitive. The derivations are shown in the following table:*

8.

Agency Simple Intensive Causative
Voice
Active samor Samor kabbed kabbed haqreb haqgrib
observe.INFABS observe.INF | honor.INFABS honor.INF offer.INFABS  offer.INF
Middle hissaba¢ hissaba$ hitnappel hitnappeél
VOW.INFABS VOW.INF attack.INFABS  attack.INF
Passive gunnab hukkabbes hugged hulledet
be-stolen.INFABS be-laundered. | be-told.INFABS be-given-
INF birth.INF

The Infinitive Absolute is the citation form of the verb, and has adverbial uses (typically bare
of arguments). The adverbial infinitive either directly modifies the inflected verb (9a-b), as
described in Callaham 2014, Hatav 2017, and references therein, or it modifies the VP (9c-d):
9. (7 3 MNWY) D11¥02 TYNX MY Y-NNOTIN IR
a ralo racsi-tr Pt Soni famm-1 2aser ba-misrayim
see.INFABS saw-1S ACC oppression.cs people-p0ss.1s that  in-Egypt
I have surely seen the oppression of My people who are in Egypt. (Ex. 3:7)

b (10 N> TPWNII) FRYN NYY 12-MIN) M0 NYD PON 1N 2V

% Indeed the participle, which is inflected as a noun, mostly takes genitive marked object clitics:

mosr-1 mopallat-1 masan?-i Solh-1
find.pPTC.MS-POSS.1S deliver.pTC.MS-P0OSS.1s  hate.PTC.MS-POSS.1S send.PTC.MS-POSS.18
anyone who finds me He delivers me he who hates me He who sent me
(Gen. 4:14) (Ps. 18:49) (Job 31:29) (2Sam.24:13)

Yet the participle exhibits noun/verb duality, and there are also a few cases where it heads a finite clause with
accusative object clitics:
ha-?el  ha-malazzor-eni hayil (33 " ©9>1M) DN 99AINND DND
the-God that-arm.pTC.MS-ACC.1S strength It is God who arms me with strength (Ps. 18:33[32])
* The Infinitive Absolute of some verbs in derived templates also has exponents constructed by analogy to the
Simple Active template, e.g. nilhiom “fight’, yassor ‘chasten’. Note: passive infinitives are extremely rare.
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Sob 2asiib zel-eka ka-Set hayya Wo-hinné bén lo-sara Pist-cka
return.INFABS return.mMoD.1S to-2Ms as.the-season living and-behold son to-S.  wife-your
I will surely return to you when the season comes round again, and behold, your wife Sarah
will have a son! (NET; Gen. 18:10)

c (3 N PYKII) YY) PPYD XIND Yy DD 12PN
wayyasub-i ham-mayim me-Sal ha-?ares halok wa-$ob
and.receeded-3MP the-waters  from-upon the-earth go.INFABS and-receed.INFABS
And the waters receded continually from the earth. (Gen. 8:3)

d (12 ) X7Y) N99Y HNN INPA-HX ONIAT IWUN-DD NN OPY-IN DOPR NIND D2
bay-yom hahii 2aqim Pel gelr
in.the-day that  will.perform.1s to Eli
7et kol Paser dibbar-1i  ?el bét-o0 hahel Wo-kalle

Acc all that spoke-1s to house-P0ss.3MS begin.INFABS and-end.INFABS

In that day | will perform against Eli all that | have spoken concerning his house, from
beginning to end. (1Sam. 3:12)

For the purposes of the present article, I will mostly ignore the adverbial use (9), where the
infinitive is “bare” of any functional category, and hence is not clausal and does not introduce
a subject.”

| will only be interested in the uses of the infinitive which involve clausal constructions with
functional categories, and hence a subject. The present work shows that there are two types
of such constructions, one classified together with finite clauses as having conversational
force (through being specified for Irrealis Mood), and the other — as lacking such force.

3. Two types of infinitival clauses
3.1  [-Indicative] infinitival clauses

The first type is a clause with imperative force (including jussive and cohortative). The
inflectional class of the infinitive in this clause type is the Infinitive Absolute.® According to
the analysis proposed here, this is due to the fact that the only functional category specified in
this construction is Mood, with a [~Indicative] value interpreted as imperative force.” Since
the TAM categories in the clause are unspecified, there is no inflection to alter the citation
form of the infinitive, nor to provide an attachment site for subject and object clitics. And as
there is no temporal anchoring of the verb to the speech act, these sentences tend to be
generic in interpretation unlike the discourse-bound interpretation of the finite imperative.® |
call this type Nom-inf, since it includes a nominative subject, either a null pro (an addressee-

> 1 consider adverbial also the “sequential use”, where the Infinitive Absolute, together with its internal
arguments, is conjoined to a previous clause and interpreted within the scope of the latter’s inflection and
subject:
(20 0 yvI)  DDIN NINDY,0NY NV ING

(1 zot nafase la-hem wo-hahdye 2otam

this do.MoD.1pP to-3MP and-let.live.INFABS ACC-3MP

This we will do to them: we will let them live (Josh. 9:20)
® The same is true in Arabic, where the garali form which corresponds to the Infinitive Absolute also serves as
an imperative (Wright 1874: Vol 1, p.62).
" As is know from the literature (Portner 1997 and references therein), Mood is the category which determines
the conversational force of a root clause (Indicative, Imperative, etc.)
® Thus (10) is a general obligation, not restricted to any particular time and place, whereas (11) is restricted to
the speech situation. The same contrast is found between the generic /o+Modal negation and the eventive
Pal+Jussive negation among Fin clauses.



oriented logophoric pronoun), as in (10a), or a lexical DP, as in (10b). As is to be expected of
imperative clauses, they are typically root clauses (Palmer 2001).

10. Nom-inf
a (11 N ©M27) WTRY NIYD DP-NN MY
samaor et yom  has-Sabbat lo-qaddas-o
observe.INFABS ACC day.Cs the-sabbath to-sanctify.INF-ACC.3MsS
Observe the Sabbath day, to keep it holy. (Deut. 5:11(12))

b (7AYNIPM) NAVAND 29-ON MN? 297 YIAN-232 NHN 29PN : NN NN NNTY
Wa-zot torat ham-minha
and-this.F (is) law.F.cs the-grain.offering.F

hagreb 2otah  bané  Pahdron lipné IHWH ?Pel.poné ham-mizbeah
offer.INFABS ACC.3FS sons.SsC Aaron before Lord on the-altar

This is the law of the grain offering: The sons of Aaron shall offer it on the altar before
the Lord. (Lev. 6:7[14])

11.  Fin Imperative
a (39 5 N"N) NN YVIND-NN VDY
Somor ‘st ha-7is haz-ze
guard.IMPR.2MS AccC the-man the-this
Guard this man (1Kings 20:39)

b (1 N2 MNY) PONIDN-NN PN 2P0 NHN)
Wo-?atta haqreb fel-eka Pet  Paharon Pah-tka
and-you take.IMPR.2MS t0-2MS AcCC Aaron  brother-P0SS.2MS
Now you take Aaron your brother (Ex. 28:1)

3.2.  [+Indicative] infinitival clauses

The form of the infinitive in the second type of construction is the Infinitive Construct. This
form allows the attachment of pronominal clitics, something that is strictly disallowed in the
Nom-inf construction, which has the Infinitive Absolute form. As we have seen, this
difference is due to the fact that subject and object clitics attach to the relevant functional
categories, which are present in the second type of construction but not in the Nom-inf
construction.

The first subtype, familiar from other languages, has a null pronominal anaphor subject
(PRO), typically controlled by another DP in the linguistic context. This is the PRO-inf type.
We will now see that it does not have temporal specification, i.e. no T functional category,
yet it does have Asp/Mod specification. As it is not specified for T, the subject is not assigned
case, and is hence PRO. As it is specified for Asp/Mod, which is verbal inflection, it allows
object clitics.

The second subtype, Poss-inf, has an overt subject with possessive case,’ I will now argue
that this construction is temporal and hence includes specification of the functional category
T. As it has T specification, but not a finite one, it allows subject but not object clitics. It is
distinguished from finite clauses, with a finite T (and hence both subject and object clitics). |
assume that it is non-finite T which assigns possessive case to the subject, in parallel to the

° The possessive case is a marked case of the subject in other languages as well, such as Alaskan Yup’ik
(Abney 1987:28), Finnish (Kiparsky 2001), Ladakhi, Lak, Niue (Lander 2011: 590), Tagalog (Aldridge 2006,
Collins 2017), Tzutujil Maya (Abney 1987:31), and others.
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non-finite —ing functional category which assigns accusative case to the subject of Acc-ing
gerunds in English according to Reuland’s 1983 analysis.'

In the following examples of PRO-inf and Poss-inf, notice the Infinitive Construct foms ra?o¢
‘see’ and suab ‘return’ in (12) and (13), which differ from the corresponding Infinitive
Absolute forms ra?o and s$ob of the same verbs in (9) above.

12.a PRO-inf
(15 V> N7Y) [197-nx PRO NI DYINIRD-NN DINY NDYN
wayyislah sasil Pet ham-mal?akim li-[rPot  PRO 2¢t  dawid)]
and.sent.3Ms Saul Acc the-messenger to-[see.INF PRO ACC David]
Then Saul sent the messengers back to see David (1Sam 19:15)

b Poss-inf
(55 1 N/W) AN-ON MN....[TIT-0N DINY MINI]D)
Wa-ki- [rPot Sazil ?et dawid] ... Pamar el Pabner
and-as-[see.INF Saul Acc David] said.3Ms to Abner

When Saul saw David...., he said to Abner, (1Sam. 17:55)

13.a PRO-inf
(12 n PYNRIY) [ 19X PRO 29¥] NODI-NI) MPD-NN NZYN

wayasallah  Pet hay-yona wa-lo  ydasapa [Sab PRO ?Zel-aw $od)]
and.sent.3Ms AccC the-dove.F and-NEG repeated.3FS [return.INF PRO t0-3MS anymore]

... and [he] sent out the dove, which did not return again to him anymore. (Gen 8:12)

b Poss-inf
(115p ©90N) DN NI [PY NI -NNR 11N> PV
bo-  [Sub YHWY Pet Sibat siyyon] hayi-nii ~ ka-holmim
when-[return.INF Lord ACC return.cs Zion ] were-2P as-dream.PTC.MP

It seemed like a dream when the Lord brought us back to the city of Zion. (CEV; Ps. 126:1)

The two constructions contrast sharply in distribution. The (b) examples in (12) — (13) are
temporal adverbials, and none of the (a) examples are. This is not an accident, as it is the case
in general that temporal preposition only take Poss-inf complements, never PRO-inf
complements. This shows that Poss-inf clauses include T specification in their structure,
whereas PRO-inf clauses do no. Thus only the former can serve as Specifier of the main
clause T head (Cinque 1999). PRO-inf clauses function as purpose clauses, as in (12a) and
(15b), i.e. they are Asp/Mod phrases (AM for short) which are Specifiers to the Asp/Mod
head of the main clause:** *?

191t has often been noticed that the BH Infinitive Construct subsumes properties of both infinitives and gerunds
in other languages. PRO-inf subsumes both the English infinitive and the PRO-ing gerund. Poss-inf parallels
the English Acc-ing gerund, despite the morphological difference between accusative and genitive. Poss-inf
does not parallel the English Poss-ing, which is a nominal rather than a clausal construction (Pires 2001, 2006,
2007; Moulton 2004).

! Purpose clauses are part of infinitival clauses which “are a group which displays a characteristic future-
oriented, irrealis semantics” (Portner 1997: 183). Yet, as argued by Wurmbrand 2001, 2014, the seeming
temporal relation of the infinitival clause to the main clause is not due to T but to Mod, which determines the
inherent future orientation of purposes.

12 purpose clauses are distinct from rationale clauses (Jones 1985, Verstraete 2008), which can be expressed by
the Poss-inf construction. The latter describes a result event, as in (i) below, not necessarily the outcome an
agent’s intentions, unlike the intentional/modal characterization of purpose clauses:

M Poss-inf; rationale clause
(19 M UNRIY)  [1PDY 927-9UN DX DNYAN-DY MNP NANT WNT ... MM 71T 1NY)



(15)a. Poss-inf b. PRO-inf

Spec of T: temporal adverbial (cf. 6b) Spec of Asp/Mod: purpose adverbial
(55 3 N7W) MIAN-ON MN... TIT-NN DINY NIRID) (5N TPYRIY) ... PYD-NN DRI MY TN
Woa-ki-ra?ot  Saliil Pet dawid Pamar  ?Pel Pabnér wayyered YHWH li-ra?6t Pet  ha-Sir
and-as-see.INF Saul Acc David said.3ms to Abner came.down.3Ms YHWH to-see.INF ACC the-city
When Saul saw David... he said to Abner (1Sam. 17:55)  The Lord came down to see the city (Gen 11:5)
TP TP
/\ /\
PP TP V+AM+T AM-P
P TP V+TAM VoiceP wayyéred  YHWH AM-P
| PN | N T
ki V+TAM VoiceP 2amar  Progys VP PP AM-P
| PN . PN PN
ra’ot saril VP \ Pl Pabner P AM-P AM VP
— | N PN
M Pet dawid i V+AM VoiceP M yHwWH
| /\
ra’ot PRO VP
=~
M Pet ha-$ir

Infinitival clauses also function as complements, and as such are selected by different types
of verbs. Poss-inf clauses are propositional TPs, and are hence selected by propositional
attitude verbs, such as know (Gen. 19:35, Jer. 15:15), remember (Jer. 2:2, 18:20), consent
(Gen. 19:21), hear (1Sam 14:27), see (Is. 52:8), illustrated in (16a).

PRO-inf clauses are Asp/ModP, and hence complements of aspectual verbs, e.g. begin (Judg.
20:39), repeat (1Sam 15:35), stop (1Sam. 23:13), finish (Lev. 16:20), or modal verbs such as
be able (Deut 7:22), want (1Sam. 19:2), intend (Ex. 2:14), plan (Deut. 19:19), refuse (Num.
20:21), give up (1Sam. 27:1), order (2Sam. 17:14), prevent (Num. 22:16), illustrated in
(16b)."

(16) a. Poss-inf b. PRO-inf
Complement of propositional attitute verb Complement of Modal/Aspectual verb
(22107)  [H27H2 NN TR ... T2 999N (14 2 mnY) [PRO 339017 MR NN
zakartt l-ak... lekt-ek Pahdr-ay latta Pomer lo-horg-ent
remember.1S to-2FS go.INF-POSS.2Fs behind-1s you intend.pTC to-kill.INF-ACC.1S
I remember your following me... (Jer. 2:2) You intend to kill me. (Ex. 2:14) cf. (2a)
Wasamori derek  YHWH lama¢an [habr YHWH §al Pabraham Pet Paser dibber {al-aw]
and.keep.mMoD.3MP way.cs Lord for [bring.INF Lord on Abraham Acc that spoke.3Ms on-3Mms]
that they keep the way of the Lord,..., that the LORD may bring to Abraham what He has spoken to him
(Gen. 18:19)

One syntactic difference which distinguishes purpose and rationale clauses is that only the former allow an
additional cotrolled empty category (glossed as €; in the following example:
(i) PRO-inf: purpose clause

(150 X 9NmMY)  [7o058 MY e; PRO; nat] ywnd 9pam 180 2vn-5y oyn onn

hamal ha-Sam;  Sal mérab has-son wa-hab-baqgar; lomafan [zoboah PRO; €; la-YHWH ?P¢loh-ckal
spared.3Mms the-people; on best.cs the-cattle and-the-beef; to [sacrifice.INF PRO; €; to-Lord God-yours]
The people spared the best of the sheep and the oxen to sacrifice to the Lord your God (1Sam. 15:15)

3 As noted in Doron (2018), propositional attitude verbs receive a modal interpretation when they take PRO-inf
complements, e.g. know (1Kings 3:7), think (1Sam 18:25), hear (Gen 39:10), fear (Judg. 7:10), remember (Ps.
109:16) and others.



TP TP

Py Py
V+TAM VoiceP attd TP
PN N N
zakartt progs VP V+TAM VoiceP
/N N
PP VP ‘omer  fattd VP
| N N
lak AV TP AV PP
N N
V+TAM VoiceP P AM-P
/N N | PN
lekt-Gkoes  PrOogs VP lo- V+AM VoiceP
/N N
M Paharay... horg-éni;s PRO VP
PN
AV Progs

Aspectual and modal verbs in the (16b) structure are control verbs expressing root modality
(ability, deontic). When the same verbs modify the aspectual and modal dimension of a
state/event which is not determined by the actions or abilities of an agent, their modality is
interpreted as circumstantial, they do not have an agent, and function as raising verbs
(Hacquard 2011). The following examples describe the beginning (a), repetition (b),
possibility (c) of an event/state,independently of an agent. The infinitival clause, which lacks
T, undergoes restructuring with the main clause, and the subject of the infinitive is assigned
nominative case by the main clause TAM:
17.a (11 v PURI) (DY) NN MYy nPnol YN

hadal li-[hayot  lo-sara Porah kan-nasim]

ceased.3Ms to-[be.INF to-Sarah period.m as.the-women]

Sarah had passed the age of childbearing (Gen. 18:11)

b (17 v arw) [NPYN Prozue N12J2  [Prozue NININIY 19999 N9 »
ki 1o yiaklia lo-[hera?ot proswe] la-[bo Prosw ha-Sir-a |
for NEG can.MOD.3MP to-[be-seen ] to-[come the-city.ILL]
because they could not be seen entering the city. (MEV; 2Sam. 17:17)

c (8 V> N"V) [FanRzra NYPN2] NHNZRD 99IM
wat.tosep ham-milhiama li-[hayor  ham-milhama)

and.recurred.3Fs the-war.F to-[be.INF the-warF |
And there was war again (Gen. 19:8)

(18) Complement of a raising Modal/Aspectual verb (e.g. 17c)

TP
/\
AM+V+T AM-P
PN S
wat.tosep  ham-milhiama AM-P
N
AM VP
PN
Vi PP
N
P AM-P
| N
li- V+AM VP
/\ o~

hayot M ham-milhama



I summarize in (20) the morpho-syntactic characteristics of the different finite and infinitival
clauses, where the relevant functional categories are ordered by the hierarchy in (19):

19. T <Asp/Mod < Mood < Voice

20.
Phrasal Functional spine Force | Verb form | Subj. | Subj. | Obj.
Category Case | clitic | clitic
Fin TPEin +TrntAM +Mood + Finite Nom + +
Poss-inf | TP +T +AM+Mood - Inf. Constr | Poss + -
PRO-inf | AM-P -T+AM+Mood - Inf. Constr | — - +
Nom-inf | MoodP ~T—-AM+Mood + Inf. Abs. Nom | - -

4. The clausal nature of the infinitive construction

The Hebrew grammatical tradition views the infinitive absolute as verbal, and the infinitive
construct as nominal. The European grammatical tradition views both infinitives as mixed
nominal/verbal categories. But the approach above has analysed (i) the infinitive as V rather
than N, not even a deverbal N, and (ii) the functional categories projected by V as clausal
rather than nominal — similarly to what has been shown by Pires 2006 for the English PRO-
ing and Acc-ing gerunds, i.e. that they are clausal rather than nominal.** There is a lot of
evidence for both points.

First, the infinitive assigns accusative case to its direct object, as could be seen in all the
examples above where the infinitive had a direct object.”> Moreover, object clitics attached to
the infinitive are always accusative rather than genitive. In the case of nominal forms, such as
the participle, one mostly finds genitive object clitics (fn. 3).

Second, the infinitive has no nominal morphological inflection of gender, number, or
definiteness.’® The infinitive is case marked in a few examples by the accusative ez, as in
(22a), but so are Fin CPs as in (22b):

22.

a (27 0> 270) PFN THIND NN ONYT? TN TNNY)
Wa-set-aka u-boraka yada$-tr
and-go.out.INF-P0SS.2MS  and-come.in.INF-POSS.2MS  knew-1S
Wa-Zét  hitraggez-ka felay

and-ACcC rage.INF-POSS.2MS  at-1S
But | know .. your going out and your coming in, and your rage against Me.
(2Kings 19:27)

Y In English, Poss-ing gerunds are nominal.
> Modern Hebrew allows nominalized verbs to assign accusative case as well, which is a a marked option
crosslinguistically. This phenomenon originates in Medieval Hebrew under Arabic influence (Blau 1990,
Goshen-Gottshtein 1951/2006). Yet it is not found in Biblical Hebrew, where forms such as ?ahdaba ‘love’,
which were later recategorized as nouns, are still infinitives:
i
¥ (9> Nn) D2¥7 SRIYI-NN MM NANNI
ba-Pahabat YHWH Pgt  yisrarel loSolam
because-love.INF Lord Acc lIsrael forever
Because the LORD has loved Israel forever (1Kings 10:9)
18 There are few cases where the infinitive happens to have feminine morphology, such as love in the previous
fn. There are even fewer cases where the infinitive is preceded by the article the.
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(70 0727 4273 YN 7N -NN NIYP-IYN NN NIYR-IN 153

Zokor fal  tiskah et Pdaser higsap-ta
remember.IMPR.2MS NEG forget.Juss.2mMs AcC that provoked-2ms

Zet YHWH ?¢8loh-eka bam-midbar
AcC Lord God-P0ss.2MS in.the-desert

Remember! Do not forget how you provoked the Lord your God to wrath in the wilderness
(Deut. 9:7)

Third, the infinitive is not modified by adjectives but by adverbs, such as the adverbs heteb
‘well’, {od ‘more’, and mahér ‘at once’ in (23):

23.
a

(21 © D7) 1Y PT-IYN TY 2V NV INK NDN)

wa-2ekkot 20t-0 tahon heteb (ad Paser daq lo-Sapar
and-crushed.1s Acc.3ms grind.INFABS well until that fine to-dust
... and crushed it and ground it very small, until it was as fine as dust (Deut. 9:21)

(262 D27) ™MD I272 NHYOIN I2T GPIN-DN

7al tosep dabbér  Pel-ay $od bad-dabar haz-ze
NEG repeat.Juss.2ms speak.INF to-1s more in.the matter the-this
Speak no more to Me of this matter (Deut. 3:26)

(223 ©27) 9D 0592 KN N

lo tikal kallot-am mahér
NEG be.able.MOD.2MS destroy.INF-ACC.3MP at.once
you will be unable to destroy them at once (Deut. 7:22)

Fourth, despite the genitive case marking of its subject, the infinitive in the Poss-inf
construction is not a noun. It does not head a construct state phrase. Unlike the nominal
construct where the construct state (CS) noun must be absolutely adjacent to its complement,
the same is not true of the infinitive in the Poss-inf construction. Here, no adjacency is
required. The subject of the infinitive is separated from the verb in many examples,
something which never happens in a construct. The subject is separated from the infinitive
verb hakkoz in (24a) by the accusative pronoun ?6to, and similarly in the other examples in

(24):
24,
a

(15 7 MWNI2) [xyin-H2 nN-nion] *nvab
lo-bilti [hakkot  Soto kol mos?-0]
to-NEG [Kill.INF Acc.3Ms any find.PTC-P0SS.3Ms]
...lest anyone finding him should kill him. (Gen. 4:15)

(25 8> 927107) INDINMN (NN DY NNID YN
wa-yohi  ko-[noah  Sal-ehem ha-riak] wayyiinabba?i
and-was.3M as-[rest.INF on-3MP  the-spirit] and.prophesized.3mp
and it happened, when the Spirit rested upon them, that they prophesied (Num. 11:25)

(2 v DVAW) [vx ©yav 092 HY¥n]n
ha-[masal  b-akem Sib$im ?7is]
Q- [reign.INF at-2MP seventy man]
[Which is better for you] that all seventy ... reign over you ...? (Judg. 9:2)

(3voma7)  [n¥I-H92 NrY onls mm
Wa.haya  la-[niis Samma kol roséeah)
will.be.3ms to-[flee.INF there  any murder.PTC.MS]
that any manslayer may flee there (Deut. 19:3)
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We now turn to showing that embedded infinitival clauses have the distribution of embedded
clauses rather than nominal projections. They are found as complements of prepositions, but
only prepositions which take clausal arguments, including Fin CPs, for example the
preposition ko- ‘as’ expressing similarity:

25.
a (7 X Mnv) ©272¥0 NNYD RN ND
lo tese ka-set ha-Sabadim
NEG g0.0ut.MOD.3FS as-go.out.INF the.slaves.m
she shall not go out as the male slaves do (Ex. 21:7)
b (15 n Mnw) DNYAN-NX HNYN TYNI DNN NNYDI

umasah-ta 2otam  Ka-PasSer mashhta 2t Pdabthem
annoint.MoD-2MS ACC.3MP as-that annointed.2ms Acc father-P0oss.3mMP
You shall anoint them, as you anointed their father (Ex. 40:15)

Prepositions like ¢im ‘with’, which only take DPs complements and do not take Fin-CP
complements, also do not take infinitival clauses. On the other hand, prepositions like yafan
‘since’, which do not take nominal complements in Classical BH but do take Fin-CPs, also
take infinitival clauses:

26.

a (20-21 ND N70) NYY TIN 2D 0N ,NMIN? MY YD MVYY 799900 1y
yasan hitmakker-aka la-Casotr  ha-ra¢ bo-féné  YHWH
since betook.INF-POSS.2MS to-do.INF the-evil in-eyes.CS YHWH
hin-ani mebt lel-eka rasa
behold-1s bring.pTC.MS to-2MsS calamity
Because you have sold yourself to do evil in the sight of the Lord, behold, I will bring
calamity on you. (2Kings 21:20-21)

b (29 N N"1) Y122 NYIN YAN-ND 2910 $393-99 1y

yaSan kT  nikna¢ mip-pan-ay

since that submitted.3ms from-face-rp0ss.1s

lo Pabr ha-raSa ba-yam-aw

NEG bring.M0D.1s the-calamity in-days-P0SS.3MS

Because he has humbled himself before Me, I will not bring the calamity in his days.
(1Kings 21:29)

The quantifier kol ‘all’, typically constructed with noun phrases, is found in the construct
with infinitival clauses, but so it is with Fin CPs:

27.a (52 nND) PPN ONIP DD2 DOYN YYD
li-Somoa$  Pal-ehem ba-kaol gora?-am lel-cka
to-listen.INF to-3MP  when-any call.INF-POSS.3MP t0-2Ms
to listen to them whenever they call to You (1Kings 8:52)

b (6 narvy) 499 YN DO TIT-NN M yWn
wayyosay’ YHWH Zet  dawid ba-kol 2aser halak
and.saved.3ms Lord Acc David where-any that went.3Ms
So the LORD preserved David wherever he went (2Sam. 8:6)

Other nouns as well, such as yom ‘day’, which are constructed to infinitival clauses, are also
constructed to Fin CPs:

28.a (30 0»1a7) 0981 YIND JNNY 0Y-NN 1DIP WY
loama$an tizkor et yom set-ka me-reres misrayim
for remember.MOD.2MS ACC day.Cs exit.INF-P0SS.2Ms from-land.cs Egypt

that you may remember the day in which you came out of the land of Egypt

12



(Deut 16:3)
b (14 2VP0P) TN OM-ON AN INTI-IYN DY
yom Paser yalad-at-nt 2imm-7 2al  yaht barik
day that bore-3rFs-Acc.1s mother-POSS.1S NEG be.Juss.3Mms blessed
Let the day not be blessed in which my mother bore me!

Moreover, like Fin-CPs, infinitival clauses function as relative clauses. (29a) has a Fin-CP
relative clause, (29b) — a PRO-inf relative clause, and (29c) — a Poss-inf relative clause.
29.a  Fin
(15 N 92702) MY 129972 -9UN T2 5D
kol basar ?aser yaqribii la-YHWH béasar
all flesh [that bring.mMoD.3MP to-Lord flesh ]
all flesh which they bring to the Lord (Num. 18:15)

b  PRO-inf
(20 N MWNRNT)  Yany on?Y

lefiem le-Pekol letiem
bread to-[eat.INF PRO bread]
bread to eat (Gen. 28:20)

¢  Poss-inf
(1 mnv) oy nRYHY oM
mayim li- stot ha-Sam  mayim
water to-[drink.INF the-people water ]
water for the people to drink (Ex. 17:1)

Negation is found with infinitival clauses, and it can be shown that negation takes scope over
the entire clause rather than just modifying the infinitival head. Only clausal scope can give
the correct reading in (30). Sacrificing to the Lord is the purpose of sending off the people,
not the purpose of not sending off the people. Therefore, negation attaches to the full clause
letting the people go to sacrifice to the Lord rather than to the head letting go."’

30.

(25 N Mnv) [[MN°7 PRO natly oyn-nx PRO NYY] *HY27 HNN NI q9-ON
7al yoséep par{o hatel lo-bilti [Salah  PRO ¢t ha-Sam
NEG repeat.Juss.3Ms Pharaoh deceive.INF to-NEG [send.INF PRO ACC the-people

li-[zboah  PRO la-YHWH]]
to sacrifice PRO to-Lord]]

But let Pharaoh not deal deceitfully anymore in not letting the people go to sacrifice to
the Lord. (Ex. 8:25[29])

5. Conclusion

The paper shows that Biblical Hebrew infinitival constructions are clausal rather than
nominal, and that the functional categories which determine the inflection of the finite verb
also determine the feature specification of the infinitive. Moreover, the morphosyntax of the
different infinitival clauses determines their distribution. Nom-inf clauses are root clauses
with irrealis Mood, hence have the conversational force of imperatives. PRO-inf and Poss-inf
clauses are not specified for irrealis Mood, and thus have no conversational force. They
therefore must be embedded clauses. The lack of T specification determines that the PRO-inf
clause cannot be interpreted as an independent proposition, but is rather interpreted as part of

7 In Modern Hebrew, the negative bilti has grammaticalized into a prefix which attaches to lexical items, in
particular adjectives.
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the event denoted by the main clause, since it depends for its temporal anchoring on the
temporal specification of the main clause. The Asp/Mod categoy of the PRO-inf construction
allows it to function as complement of aspectual and modal verbs, and as specifier to
Mod/Asp heads, i.e. as purpose clauses. The Poss-inf clause, on the other hand, contains a T
head, and hence denotes a separate proposition from the one denoted by the main clause.
Accordingly, it functions as a complement of propositional attitude verbs or a temporal/
result specifier of the main-clause T. Moreover, the different categories T, Asp/Mod, and
Mood in finite and infinitival clauses have been shown to explain the various possibilities of
subject and object cliticization in the each type of clause.
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