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1. Introduction
1
 

The arguments of locative verbs include a Locatum argument and a Location 

argument, where the Locatum typically undergoes a change in Location. The present 

article is concerned with locative verbs in Hebrew, mostly Biblical Hebrew, with brief 

comparison to Modern Hebrew. As in other languages, some Hebrew locative verbs 

display the locative alternation, i.e. allow the Locatum and Location arguments to 

alternate in alignment. Ditransitive locative verbs typically assign one of these two 

arguments the function of direct object and the other – that of indirect object; 

alternating verbs allow both arguments to fulfill either function.
2
 The present article 

studies this alignment alternation. First, it uncovers the semantic factors determining 

which Biblical Hebrew (BH) locative verbs alternate and which do not. Second, it 

points to the aspects of this alternation which are preserved in Modern Hebrew (MH). 

Third, it presents and explains a syntactic characteristic of BH locative verbs, also 

preserved in MH, which to the best of our knowledge, has not been noted before:  

The Locative Alternation Preposition Identity   

In Hebrew, both BH and MH, verbs which undergo the locative 

alternation allow the same preposition in the two alternants.  

The two different alignments of the arguments of locative verbs will be called Frame 

A and Frame B. In Frame A, the Locatum is direct object and the Location is object of 

a preposition. This is reversed in Frame B, where the Location is the direct object and 

the Locatum is the object of a preposition. This alternation has been widely discussed 

in the theoretical linguistics literature at least since Partee 1965, Fillmore 1968 and 

Anderson 1971. What has not been discussed in the literature is the possibility that 

the same preposition which marks the Location in Frame A also marks the Locatum 

in Frame B.
3
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2
  The terms Locatum and Location are from Clark & Clark 1979. The term locative alternation 

originates in Rappaport & Levin 1988.  

3
 We have not found reference to the alternation in argument alignment of locative verbs in the work of 

classical Bible scholars. The only discussion we have seen of the alternation in Biblical Hebrew is in 

Rubinstein 1982. Muraoka 1979, 2007 discusses variation in the prepositional vs. accusative marking 
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The use of the same preposition to mark the Location and Locatum in the alternating 

frames is a striking characteristic of the syntactic component of Hebrew. The 

preposition is b- in the case of verbs of putting, and min (sometimes cliticized as mi-) 

in the case of verbs of removal. For the purpose of introducing their distribution, we 

artificially construct a two-dimensional set of contrasts schematically representative 

of both of BH and MH: 

 

 Identical Prep. 

in both Frames 

Frame A Frame B 

Putting 

 

-ב  

b- 

ו מיםבא ל  מ    

filled water in it 

מיםבא אותו ל  מ    

filled it with water 

Removal 

 

(-מן )מ  

min (mi-) 

ו מיםממנהריק   

emptied water from it 

מיםמהריק אותו   

emptied it of water 

 

We do not know how prevalent this type of prepositional identity is among the 

languages of the world for verbs of putting and verbs of removal alike, since, to the 

best of our knowledge, it has not been documented in the typological literature. Only 

partial realization of preposition identity has been documented cross-linguistically. 

For example, removal verbs in the Romance languages use de to mark both the 

Location in Frame A and the removed Locatum in Frame B (Cifuentes Honrubia 

2008, Mateu 2001 on Spanish) and similary for min in Arabic (Abdul-Jawad 1999, 

2003). In Hebrew, preposition identity holds not just of verbs of removal but of 

locative verbs in general, including verbs of putting and verbs of removal.  

In this paper, we will show how the Locative Alternation Preposition Identity depends 

on another syntactic property of BH: its being a verb-framed language in the typology 

of Talmy 1985, 1991, 2000. In Talmy’s typology, languages classified as verb-framed 

typically encode directed change within the verb. In contrast, languages classified as 

satellite-framed typically encode directed change within a satellite of the verb. We 

will expand on this contrast in section 7.  

The Semitic and the Romance languages have been classified as verb-framed by 

Talmy 1991 but this classification has not before been connected to the nature of the 

preposition in the locative alternation. The present article makes the connection by 

showing how the Locative Alternation Preposition Identity is derived from the verb-

framedness of BH and the symmetry of the preposition. We conjecture that Arabic 

and the Romance languages retain partial Preposition Identity, for verbs of removal 

only.  

The Locative Alternation Preposition Identity is a general characteristic of Hebrew, 

and it survives in MH, though in MH too it has not hitherto been observed. We will 

discuss this in section 8.  

The article is constructed as follows. Section 2 introduces the different classes of BH 

locative verbs: alternating verbs, which we call A/B verbs, non alternating Frame A 

verbs, which we call A verbs, and non alternating Frame B verbs, which we call B 

                                                                                                                                            
of the complements of some verbs, and includes locative examples. Neither scholar observes the 

Locative Alternation Preposition Identity. 
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verbs. Section 3 proposes and motivates a different syntax for A/B verbs vs. non 

alternating verbs, either A verbs or B verbs. Sections 4 – 6 are detailed discussions of  

A verbs,  A/B verbs and B verbs respectively. Section 7 substantiates the verb-framed 

nature of BH. Section 8 discusses the preservation of two particular BH 

characteristics in MH, which demonstrates the historical evolution of MH from BH. 

Section 9 concludes. 

 

2.  Locative verbs in Biblical Hebrew 

2.1 Two alignmnent frames  

Ditransitive locative verbs have three arguments: Agent (or Cause), Locatum, and 

Location. The Agent/Cause argument is usually referred to as the external argument, 

whereas the Locatum and Location arguments are called internal arguments.
4
 These 

verbs describe events where the Agent/Cause brings about a locative change of the 

Locatum either toward or away from the Location. Those verbs where change is 

directed into/ onto/ toward the Location are called verbs of putting, whereas verbs 

where change is directed out of/ away from the Location are called verbs of removal. 

Verbs of putting also include verbs which describe situations where the Locatum 

remains and/or is redistributed within the Location.  

Two examples from Biblical Hebrew (BH) are shown in (1) and (2) below. The verb 

in (1) is a verb of putting, where the external argument moves the Locatum to the 

Location. In (2), the verb is a verb of removal, where the external argument removes 

the Locatum away from the Location.
5
    

 disperse  ז רָה (1)

צותֹ מִצְרַיִם בַגּוֹיִם -וַהֲפִצֹתִי אֶת   אֲרָּ  כט יב( זקאל)יחוְזֵרִיתִים בָּ

                                                 
4
 The external argument vs. internal arguments distinction is a classification of the verb’s arguments 

into the one which is typically assigned the grammatical function of subject and those which are 

typically assigned grammatical functions of complements. It was introduced by Williams 1981, and has 

since been widely used in the linguistics literature. These terms are unrelated to the traditional term 

  .inner object, known in the theoretical linguistics literature as cognate object מושא פנימי

5
  A few methodological remarks concerning the examples in the article: 

We compiled our data-base of ditransitive locative verbs by culling a substantial number (177 to be 

precise) of verbs in Even-Shoshan 1982 which we considered to denote a change/preservation of 

location (or the prevention thereof). We allowed both concrete and abstract arguments. For each verb, 

we required both internal arguments to be attested explicitly in some occurrences of the verb in Hebrew 

Bible, either separately in two different examples, one in Frame A and the other in Frame B, or 

together in a single example. Thus, we did not include e.g. the verb   עקר uproot, only found in the text 

with a single complement, though we included its (near?) synonyms נסח and ׁשׁ  ר  ש, both found with two 

arguments in חֲךָ מֵאֹהֶל וְשֵרֶשְךָ מֵאֶרֶץ חַיִים  He shall pluck you out of your dwelling place and uproot‘ וְיִסָּ

you from the land of the living.’ (Psalms 52:5).  

The Biblical Hebrew quotations are followed by their chapter and verse references in Hebrew. All 

Biblical translations are from the New King James Version (NKJV), unless the NKJV is not faithful to 

the original alignment of the arguments. In such case, we adapt the NKJV translation to reflect the 

alignment found in the Hebrew original.  

Throughout the article, 3
rd

 masculine singular suffixed verbs serve as citation forms. We only vocalize 

Intensive template BH verbs. The Intensive template has three different diathesis forms (traditionally 

known as piʕel / puʕal / hitpaʕel). It contrasts with the Causative template (hipʕil / hupʕal) and the 

Simple template (paʕal / nipʕal). 
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 ...and I will scatter the Egyptians among the nations and disperse them 

 throughout the countries. (Ezekiel 29:12) 

שׁר  ג   (2)    drive out 

רְשֶנּוּ מִןבוֹ -אוּלַי אוּכַל נַכֶה  אָרֶץ-וַאֲגָּ  )במדבר כב, ו( הָּ

Perhaps I shall be able to defeat them and drive them out of the land. 

(Numbers 22:6) 

It is important to note that the arguments of locative verbs may be abstract rather than 

concrete, as shown in (3) – (5) below, and, in the same vein, that the movement into 

or out of the Location may be metaphoric:  

 blow breath  נפח (3)

יו נִשְמַת חַיִים  הָאֲדָמָה-הָאָדָם עָפָר מִן-אֱלֹהִים אֶת ה'וַיִיצֶר    )בראשית ב, ז(  וַיִפַח בְאַפָּ

 And the Lord God formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into 

 his nostrils the breath of life. (Genesis 2:7) 

 remove  הסיר (4)

עַל כָל 'הוּמָחָה אֲדֹנָי   לפָנִים -דִמְעָה מ  סִיר מֵעַל כָּ אָרֶץ-וְחֶרְפַת עַמּוֹ יָּ  )ישעיה כה, ח( הָּ

 And the Lord God will wipe away tears from all faces; The rebuke of His 

 people He will take away from all the earth. (Isaiah 25:8)  

 put   שם, נתן (5)

סִיר ה' מִמְךָ   עִיםוְה  רָּ ל מַדְוֵי מִצְרַיִם הָּ ל חֹלִי וְכָּ ךְ ,אֲשֶׁר יָדַעְתָ  כָּ ם בָּ ל  לֹא יְשִימָּ נָּם בְכָּ וּנְתָּ
 )דברים ז, טו( שֹנְאֶיךָ

And the Lord will take away from you all sickness, and will impose on you 

none of the terrible diseases of Egypt which you have known, but will lay 

them on all those who hate you. (Deuteronomy 7:15) 

Throughout the article, we will include verbs in the passive or middle diathesis. Both 

the passive and the middle voice target the direct object;
6
 hence, these verbs as well 

distinguish the direct object from the prepositional object. In the following example, 

both the passive and the active forms of the verb are attested, but we will also make 

use of examples where the active is not attested: 

 carry away/ deport  הגלה (6)

לַיִם [.אִישׁ יְמִינִי--קִישׁ]  ה מִירוּשָּ גְלָּ  --יְהוּדָה-הַגֹּלָה אֲשֶׁר הָגְלְתָה עִם יְכָנְיָה מֶלֶךְ-עִם אֲשֶר הָּ

 אֲשֶר הֶגְלָּה נְבוּכַדְנֶצַר מֶלֶךְ בָבֶל )אסתר ב, ה-ו( 

 Kish had been carried away from Jerusalem with the captives who had 

 been captured with Jeconiah king of Judah, whom Nebuchadnezzar the king 

 of Babylon had carried away. (Esther 2:6) 

In all the examples above, the Locatum is the direct object (or subject of a passive 

verb), and the Location is realized within a prepositional phrase. The preposition 

typical of the Location for verbs of putting is b-, translated to English as the locative 

prepositions in, into, at, on, throughout etc., as in the examples (1), (3) and (5); such a 

Location is sometimes referred to as Goal. For verbs of removal, the preposition 

                                                 
6
  Cf. the entry ‘Voice’ in Alexiadou and Kiss 2015; for the distinction between the passive and middle 

voice in Hebrew see Doron (2003, 2008). 
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marking the Location is min, typically translated to English as from, as in the 

examples (2), (4) and (6); such a Location is sometimes called Source. Yet, as is well-

known of locative verbs in many other languages, the Locatum and Location 

arguments may alternate their syntactic function. In an alternative frame of argument 

alignment, it is the Location which is the direct object, while the Locatum is realized 

within a prepositional phrase. As already mentioned in section 1, and this is not a 

property reported of other languages, the same preposition may be found with the 

Locatum in the alternative frame as was found with the Location in the examples 

above: b-, now more appropriately translated to English as with, for verbs of putting, 

and min, now translated to English as of, for verbs of removal. In the following 

example, it is the Locatum which is marked with b-, and not the Location:
7
 

 coat, overlay   צִפָה (7)

   (מלכים א ו, טו) קַרְקַע הַבַיִת בְצַלְעוֹת בְרושִֹים-וַיְצַף אֶת  

And he covered the floor of the temple with planks of cypress. (1Kings 

6:15) 

Similarly, min here marks the Locatum rather than the Location:
8
 

רס  ח   (8)   deprive 

ל וּ  ה  וּלְמִי אֲנִי עָמ       )קהלת ד, ח(מְחַסֵר אֶת נַפְשִי מִטּובָֹּ

                                                 
7
 b- which marks the Locatum cannot be identified with Instrument b- 'with', as also argued by Sadka 

1974 and Halevy 2009 for MH. BH clearly distinguishes them as well. Instrument b- co-occurs with 

Location b- in BH, which we assume would be impossible for Locatum b-: 

(i) )י הָאָרֶץ )ירמיהו טו ז ם בְמִזְרֶה בְשַׁעֲר    וָאֶזְר 
 And I will winnow them with a winnowing fan in the gates of the land. (Jeremiah 15:7) 

  Instrument b- is found in (ii) – (iv) below. The argument it marks never alternates with the 

other complement of the verb, unlike Locatum b-:  

(ii)     )ה וּבְחֶבֶל תַשְׁקִיעַ לְשֹׁנוֹ  )איוב מ, כה-כו  תִמְשֹׁךְ לִוְיָתָן בְחַכָּ

Can you draw out Leviathan with a hook, Or snare his tongue with a line which you 

lower?  (Job 41:1) 

(iii) )וַיִחַר-אַף בִלְעָם וַיַךְ אֶת-הָאָתוֹן בַמַּקֵל  )במדבר כב, כז     

               so Balaam's anger was aroused, and he struck the donkey with his staff. (Numbers 22:27)  

(iv) )אוֹת אִישׁ )שופטים ז, ו ם אֶל-פִיהֶם שְׁלֹשׁ מ  דָּ  וַיְהִי מִסְפַר הַמְלַקְקִים בְיָּ
And the number of those who lapped, putting water to their mouth with their hand, was three 

hundred men. (Judges 7:6) 

Instrument b- never elides, unlike Locatum b- which often does, typically when its complement is 

indefinite (cf. fn. 13). Moreover, Locatum b- is found in clearly non-instrumental, depictive, adjuncts, 

as in (v)-(vii), including within the noun-phrase, as in (vii): 

(v) )דוֹל  )בראשית טו, יד צְאוּ בִרְכֻש גָּ ן י  י-כ   וְאַחֲר 
 afterward they shall come out with great possessions. (Genesis 15:14) 

(vi) )יםִ  )שופטים יא, יג עֲלוֹתוֹ מִמִצְרַּ י בַּ ל אֶת-אַרְצ  י-לָקַח י שְרָא    כ 
 Because Israel took away my land when they came up out of Egypt... (Judges 11:13) 

 (vii)     שמות טז, לא  ) ) ל אֶת שְׁמוֹ מָן וְהוּא כְזרֶַע גַד לָבָן וְטַעְמוֹ  ית י שְרָא  פִיחִת בִדְבָשׁ וַי קְרְאוּ ב       כְצַּ

 And the house of Israel called its name Manna. And it was like white coriander seed, and the 

 taste of it was like wafers made with honey. (Exodus 16:31)  

Lastly, the parallelism with verbs of removal supports the view that putting verbs too exhibit 

preposition identity. The preposition b- in Frame B is the same one which is found in Frame A, rather 

than a special Instrument preposition, just as the preposition min in Frame B of removal verbs is the 

same preposition found in Frame A.   

8
 The two allomorphs min/mi- appear both with the Location in Frame A and with the Locatum in 

Frame B, both in BH and in MH, contrary to Segal and Landau's 2012 claim to a difference in their 

distribution in the two frames. 
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 For whom do I toil and deprive myself of good. (Ecclasiastes 4:8) 

We thus find that the arguments of transitive locative verbs align in two different 

syntactic frames, which we call Frame A -- where Locatum is the direct object, and 

Frame B -- where Location is the direct object. In Hebrew, the same preposition P 

may be used in both frames:   

(9)  Frame A:   Agent/Cause  Verb   Locatum    P+Location 

     Frame B:   Agent/Cause  Verb   Location    P+Locatum 

 

2.2 Alignment alternation 

Crucially, we find locative verbs which allow their arguments to alternate in 

alignment between the two frames. We will call such verbs A/B verbs. Locative verbs 

whose arguments only align in Frame A will be called A verbs; these were illustrated 

above in (1) – (2). Finally, locative verbs whose arguments only align in Frame B will 

be called B verbs; they were shown above in (7) –  (8).  

Examples (10) – (11) below illustrate A/B verbs of putting. For each verb, the (a) 

sentence shows Frame A alignment of the arguments, and the (b) sentence – Frame B. 

Since the BH corpus is limited, we will not always have at our disposal examples like 

the ones shown in the present section, with complete frames. In many examples, the 

direct object will be realized while the prepositional phrase might be missing.
9
 The 

alternation between the two frames of argument alignment can be detected with 

partial frames as well, since in Frame A the direct object is the Locatum, whereas in 

Frame B the direct object is the Location.
10

   

אל  מ   (10)   fill 

      a )וּמִלֵאתָּ בוֹ ]בחושן[ מִלֻאַת אֶבֶן אַרְבָעָה טוּרִים   )שמות כח, יז 

    And thou shalt set [fill] in it [in the breastplate of judgment] settings of stone. 

 (Exodus 28:17) 

     b )ם )עזרא ט, יא יהֶם אֲשֶׁר מִלְאוּהָּ  ]את הארץ[ מִפֶה אֶל-פֶה בְטֻמְאָתָּ  תוֹעֲבֹת 

 their abominations, which have filled it [the land] from one end to another 

 with their uncleanness. (Ezra 9:10) 

 stone    רגם     (11)

   a      )ל בוֹ אֶבֶן וַיָמֹת )מלכים א יב יח  וַיִרְגְמוּ כָל-יִשְרָא 

           But all Israel hurled stones at him, and he died. (1Kings 12:18) 

                                                 
9
   Sometimes, it is the direct object which is missing rather than the prepositional phrase, but these are 

cases of ellipsis which have an antecedent in a previous clause, e.g. the poor in example (i) below. In 

the translation we find the pronoun him, as English does not allow object ellipsis: 

(i) שת   set 

אַנְקַת אֶבְיוֹנִים עַתָה אָקוּם יֹאמַר ה' אָשִׁית  מִשֹד  שַׁע יָפִיחַ לוֹ )תהילים יב, ו( Øעֲנִיִים מ     בְי 

"For the oppression of the poor, for the sighing of the needy, Now I will arise," says the Lord; "I will 

set him in the safety for which he yearns." (Psalms 12:5)  

10
 We saw in (6) above that the Locatum may be passivized in Frame A. Similarly, the Location may be 

passivized in Frame B: 

(i) ל א  fill  מ 

ישׁ )שיר השירים ה, יד(  ים בַתַרְשׁ  י זהָָב, מְמֻלָא  יל   ידָָיו גְל 

 His hands are rods of gold set [filled] with beryl. (Song of Solomon 5:14)  
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   b     )ם )ויקרא כ, כד אֶבֶן יִרְגְמוּ אֹתָּ   וְאִישׁ אוֹ אִשָה כִי יִהְיֶה בָהֶם אוֹב אוֹ יִדְעֹנִי מוֹת יוּמָתוּ בָּ

          A man or a woman who is a medium, or who has familiar spirits, shall surely be    

put to death; they shall stone them with stones. (Leviticus 20:24)  

(12) – (13) below illustrate A/B verbs of removal. Again, for each verb, the (a) 

sentence illustrates Frame A, and the (b) sentence illustrates Frame B:  

 remove yoke/ rescue פרק (12)

       a    )ארֶךָ )בראשית כז, מ רַקְתָּ עֻלוֹ מֵעַל צַוָּּ  וְהָיָה כַאֲשֶׁר תָרִיד וּפָּ

 And it shall come to pass, when you become restless, that you shall break his 

 yoke from your neck. (Genesis 27:40) 

       b     )רֵינוּ כִי לְעוֹלָם חַסְדוֹ )תהלים קלו, כג-כד  וַיִפְרְקֵנוּ מִצָּ

 and He rid us of our enemies, for His mercy endures forever.  

(Psalms 136: 23-24) 

  withhold   מנע (13) 

      a     )טֶן )בראשית ל, ב נַע מִמֵּךְ פְרִי בָּ  הֲתַחַת אֱלֹהִים אָנֹכִי אֲשֶׁר מָּ

 Am I in God's stead, who hath withheld from thee the fruit of the womb.  

 (Genesis 30:2) 

      b    )ה  )קהלת ב, י ל שִמְחָּ נַעְתִי אֶת לִבִי מִכָּ הֶם לֹא מָּ ינַי לֹא אָצַלְתִי מ     וְכֹל אֲשֶׁר שָׁאֲלוּ ע 

 And whatsoever mine eyes desired I kept not from them, I withheld not my 

 heart of any joy. (Ecclasiastes 2:10) 

Comprehensive lists of A verbs, B verbs and A/B verbs found in the Hebrew Bible are 

provided in subsequent sections.  

 

 

3. The syntax of alignment alternation  
What is it that distinguishes alternating from non-alternating BH locative verbs? For 

example, what distinguishes the alternating verbs in (10) – (13) from the non 

alternating verbs in (1) – (2) and (7) – (8)? In section 3.1 we outline a syntactic 

analysis which we motivate in section 3.2.
11

 The analysis is based on systematic 

distinctions in the semantics of the verbs of the different classes, and on systematic 

distinctions in their morphology. We will discuss both the semantic and the 

morphological distinctions in sections 4 – 6, which are the sections devoted to each 

class separately. 

3.1  The syntax of alternating vs. non-alternating verbs    

A/B verbs, i.e. alternating verbs, denote the bringing about of a result relating the 

Locatum and the Location. This relation is denoted by the preposition. In a verb-

framed language, the preposition is stative, e.g. in rather than into, since the 

direction/path of change is lexicalized by the verb (we return to the characterization of 

verb-framedness in section 7).  If moreover the preposition is symmetric, the two 

arguments can alternate. The Hebrew preposition b- denotes the symmetric result state 

                                                 
11
  Our account is inspired by Hoekstra (2004), Hoekstra and Mulder (1990), Hale and Keyser (2002), 

and Folli and Harley (2006), who analyse locative verbs as verbs which take small-clause 

complements, headed by a preposition. 
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of acts of putting, which is the relation of being together, irrespective of whether b- 

introduces the Location or the Locatum. The preposition min denotes the symmetric 

state resulting from the action of removal, the relation of being separate, again 

irrespective of whether it introduces the Location or the Locatum. Our approach 

conforms with the view of Gesenius (1910: §119), whereby the denotation of the 

preposition b-  is based on the notion of “close connexion” (§119h), and that of min 

on “separation” (§119v), both of which are stative symmetric relations.  

The alternation of the arguments provides two different ways of expressing the result 

state: (a) as the position of the Locatum which is the result of its movement; (b) as the 

state of the Location which is the result of the arrival/leaving of the Locatum. The 

symmetry of the preposition thus allows two different conceptualizations of the result 

state.  

What allows a verb to alternate, under our account, is the fact that there is no 

exclusive selection by the verb of either one of the arguments. The verb specifies the 

change toward a result state involving both arguments. The symmetric preposition is 

compatible with two different ways of conceptualizing the result state. The statitivity 

of the result, which follows from BH being verb-framed, is of essence here, as the 

only locative prepositions which are symmetric are also stative. It is the symmetry of 

the preposition which permits the alternation of the roles of the arguments within the 

result state.
12

 

To illustrate, consider the alternating verb fill. The verb describes an action with a 

result state which can be presented either as the liquid filling the container, or the 

container being full of liquid. The verb lexicalizes the bringing about of the result 

state under both of these guises. 

The alternation can be syntactically represented as in (14). The trees are intended to 

schematically clarify the main structural features associated with alternating verbs, 

but they are not crucial to the account. The account can also be formulated in prose: 

An alternating verb is a directed action (D-action) verb which takes an Agent as 

subject, and a preposition denoting the result state as complement. The Locatum and 

the Location are not directly arguments of the verb, but of the preposition. When the 

preposition is symmetric, the position of the Locatum and Location may be reversed 

relative to the preposition, since the same preposition can describe both the new state 

of the Locatum and the new state of the Location. The following two structures, 

where the position of the Locatum and Location has been exchanged, are equivalent 

(marked as ) in their acceptability.
13

  

                                                 
12
  Our account allows us to conjecture that the stative symmetrical preposition in Spanish (and 

similarly in Arabic), which we assume was originally used in both frames of putting verbs, just like de 

is still used for removal verbs, might have been the one which later developed into the instrumental 

con. The evolution of symmetric sociative prepositions into asymmetric instrumental prepositions is 

typologically well attested (Stolz 2001).     

13
  The P+Locatum constituent which is the predicate of the small clause [Location  P+Locatum] in the 

Frame B tree is realized without P when the Locatum is indefinite, such as כָבוֹד glory in (i) below, but 

usually not when it is definite, as in (10b).  

(i) )אתִי אֶת-הַבַיִת הַזֶה כָבוֹד  )חגי ב, ז  וּמִל 
 And I will fill this temple with glory. (Haggai 2:7)  

This phenomenon is not special to locative verbs, but to the small clause construction. BH allows 

indefinite nouns to function without a preposition as predicates in various types of small clauses, such 

as ד תְאֵנִים טֹבותֹ מְאֹד  One basket has very good figs (Jeremiah 24:2), which describes the הַדּוּד אֶחָּ
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(14)            A/B verbs    

      a.   Frame A        b.   Frame B   

          2               2 
   Agent            VP                                                         Agent              VP 
           2                                                                          2 
        VD-ACTION                  PP                                               VD-ACTION        PP 
                      2         2 
       Locatum              PP                            Location                  PP 
     2                                              2 
       PSYMMETRIC           Location                                                        PSYMMETRIC           Locatum 

A verbs, i.e. non-alternating Frame A verbs, are verbs of motion. They describe the 

event in terms of the motion of the Locatum to the Location. They do not specify the 

change of state of the Location. Consider for example the A verb disperse in (1) 

above. The dispersal of individuals in a geographical area does not necessarily affect 

the geographical area; it involves the motion of the individuals roughly from being 

concentrated to being spread across that area. The verb classifies its direct object as 

the Locatum which moves in this particular trajectory. Thus, the Locatum is an 

argument of the verb. Motion may be spontaneous, i.e. initiated by the Locatum itself, 

and therefore does not require the participation of an Agent (unlike the case of A/B 

verbs, where the action of the Agent is of essence). For many A verbs, the external 

argument is optional, and, when it is included, its role is that of Cause rather than 

Agent. We will see in section 4 that A verbs are often derived from unaccusative 

verbs of motion by adding a Cause argument.
14

 Whether the result preposition P is 

symmetric or not, the verb does not alternate, since the Locatum is an argument of the 

verb and not of the result preposition. Accordingly, the Locatum cannot alternate its 

syntactic position with the Location: alternation is only possible between the 

arguments of the preposition. We will see in section 4 that we also find non 

symmetric prepositions with A verbs. But crucially, even if P is the very same 

symmetric preposition which appears with alternating A/B verbs (b- or min), there is 

no alternation.   

(15) A verbs 

                        Frame A 

                            3       
             (Cause)                        VP                                                          
                    3                                                              
                               Locatumi                 VP                                      
                                                                          2                       

                                                                 VD-MOVE          PP 
                                                                                       2 
                                                                                Øi                    PP          
                      2 

  P           Location 

                                                                                                                                            
containment relation, analogous to This temple has glory, which is roughly the relation denoted by the 

small clause in (i); cf. Joüon 1923: §154e.  
14
  Unaccusative verbs are intransitive non-agentive verbs. The subject of an unaccusative verb shares 

many semantics characteristics of the object of a transitive verb, and some syntactic analyses consider 

it to underlyingly have the syntactic function of object (cf. Levin and Rappaport Hovav 1995). 
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B verbs, i.e. non-alternating Frame B verbs are verbs of acquiring (or losing) a 

possessive relation, specifically possession of parts (known as mereological). These 

verbs describe the event in term of the Location argument acquiring/losing a part, 

either through its own action or through the action of an (optional) additional Agent. 

Thus the Location is an argument of the verb. As above, the Location and Locatum 

cannot alternate, whether or not the preposition P is symmetric, since they are 

arguments of different heads (V and P respectively). The verb overlay, for example, 

describes the Location acquiring a cypress plank coating in example (7); the verb 

deprive describes the Location losing one its parts (e.g. the “good” that was in it, in 

example 8). 

(16) B verbs  

                  Frame B      

                         3       
             (Agent)                      VP                                                          
                    3                                                              
                               Locationi                 VP                                      
                                                                          3                       

                                                      VACQUIRE/LOSE PART            PP 
                                                                                                2 
                                                                                          Øi                    PP          
                       2 

              P           Locatum 

 

3.2  Arguments for the syntactic analysis 

3.2.1 Ambiguous-classification verbs:  putting/removal   

The verbs in section 2 above were all unambiguously classified as verbs of putting or 

verbs of removal, irrespective of whether they alternated or not. This is so since these 

verbs determine the Location to be either a Goal (putting) or a Source (removal). Such 

verbs are each compatible with a single type of preposition, either b- or min, but not 

both. For example, the verb ז רָה disperse shown in (1) above is only found in BH with 

b- and not with min, i.e. it is a verb of putting. The verb   שׁר  ג  drive out in (2) is only 

found with min and not with b-, i.e. it is a verb of removal. These verbs are A verbs. 

The same is true of B verbs: the verb פָה  coat/overlay in (7) is only used as a verb of צ 

putting (with b- and not with min), and the verb   רס  ח  deprive in (8) is only used as a 

verb of removal (with min and not with b-). Similarly for A/B verbs as well: ל א  ,fill מ 

 withhold מנע ,rescue פרק stone in (10) – (11) are only used as verbs of putting, and רגם

in (12) – (13) are only used as verbs of removal. 

Yet there are also many BH verbs which are compatible with both types of 

prepositions, describing the result in terms of the Goal or in terms of the Source. 

These are verbs which can be classified both as verbs of putting and as verbs of 

removal. This double classification shows that such verbs lexicalize the path of 

motion, beginning at the Source and ending at the Goal. The choice of preposition 

determines how the final result state is presented for a particular use of the verb. The 

result state is either the presence of the Locatum at the Goal, when the verb is used as 

a verb of putting, or its missing from the Source, when the verb is used as a verb of 

removal:  
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לַח (17)       send  שׁ 

used as a verb of putting  

י עָפָר )דברים לב, כד(  ם עִם חֲמַת זֹחֲל   וְשֶן בְהֵמותֹ אֲשַלַח בָּ

I will also send against them the teeth of beasts, with the poison of serpents 

of the dust. (Deuteronomy 32:24) 

 used as a verb of removal  

אָרֶץ   )שמות יב, לג(       ם מִן-הָּ ר לְשַלְחָּ  וַתֶחֱזַק מִצְרַיִם עַל-הָעָם לְמַה 

And the Egyptians urged the people, that they might send them away from 

the land in haste. (Exodus 12:33)  

Additional such verbs are listed in table 1:  

Table 1 - Verbs lexicalizing a path
15

  

verb translation  used as a verb of putting  used as a verb of removal  

 bring up 1Kings 17, 19 Leviticus 11: 45 העלה

 bring down Joel 3:2 Obadiah 1:4    הוריד

 bring in Genesis 46:7 Genesis 43:2 הביא

 bring out Deuteronomy 22:15 Genesis 48:12 הוציא

 bring back Numbers 35:25 1Kings 13:26    השיב

 collect Ezekiel 22:19 2Chronicles 24:5 קבץ

 gather 1Samuel 5:8 Ezekiel 11:17 אסף

 throw away Genesis 21: 15 2Kings 13:23 השליך

 cast Jeremiah 16:11 Jeremiah 16:11 הטיל

 scatter Genesis 11:8 Genesis 11:8 הפיץ

 toss, sprinkle Leviticus 1:5 2Chronicles 35, 11 זרק

 wring, drain Leviticus 1:15 Judges 6:38 מצה

ר ע   scatter Zechariah 7:14 Hosea 13:3   ס 

 turn 2Kings 20:2 Ezekiel 7:22 הסב

 divert 2Samuel 3:27  Job 24:4    הטה

 deport Jeremiah 29:4 Jeremiah 29:4 הגלה

 drive away Deuteronomy 30:1 Deuteronomy 13:5 הדיח

 take out Numbers 27:8 2Chronicles 35:24 העביר

 

These examples support our analysis of locative verbs. First, they show that putting 

and removal verbs should be given parallel analyses (unlike the two distinct analyses 

proposed in Rappaport and Levin 1988 and in Levin and Rappaport Hovav 1991 for 

verbs of putting and verbs of removal respectively). The putting/ removal distinction 

                                                 
15
 Since many of these verbs are non-alternating, their result state is not necessarily expressed by the 

symmetric prepositions b- and min-. Hence we find a variety of other locative prepositions with these 

verbs, including אל, ל-  to, על on, תחת under, אחרי behind, ...בין... ובין between, מעל, מעם, מאת from, or the 

directional case suffix ה ָָ . 
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is a useful descriptive distinction, but it plays no principled role in the analysis. 

Indeed, the analysis presented in the previous section was fully parallel for verbs of 

putting and verbs of removal.  

Second, these examples explicitly show that the path of locative change, when there is 

one, is indeed lexicalized by the verb. The preposition only denotes being in or away 

from a particular state. 

Third, the examples in table 1 are all either A/B or A verbs. This indicates to us that B 

verbs do not lexicalize a path. Indeed, we characterized B verbs as denoting the onset 

of a part-whole relation between the Location and Locatum. The onset of such a 

relation does not necessarily involve motion, and consequently does not involve a 

path. We return to this fact in section 7 below, where we show that MH preserves the 

BH distinction between path verbs (A and A/B) and B verbs.  

 

3.2.2 Change of state verbs used as A verbs 

A verb which is not basically a locative verb but a verb of change of state is a verb 

which has a single internal argument, the entity undergoing the change. Such a verb 

can be reinterpreted as a locative verb through the addition of a Location introduced 

in the syntax by a non-subcategorized result preposition. Such verbs do not alternate, 

they are A verbs. This lends support to our view that lack of alternation is due to the 

object being an argument of the verb. Alternation is only possible when both objects 

are arguments of the preposition.  

  tear   קרע (18)

change of state use 

רַע   )שמואל א טו, כז(        ק ]שאול[ בִכְנַף-מְעִילוֹ וַיִקָּ ל לָלֶכֶת וַיַחֲז    וַיִסֹב שְׁמוּא 

 And as Samuel turned around to go away, Saul seized the edge of his robe, 

 and it tore. (1Samuel 15:27) 

       locative use 

עֲךָ הַטּוֹב מִמֶךָ   לֶיךָ הַיוֹם וּנְתָנָהּ לְר  אֵל מֵעָּ רַע ה' אֶת-מַמְלְכוּת יִשְרָּ ל קָּ לָיו שְׁמוּא    וַיֹאמֶר א 
   )שמואל א טו, כח( 

 So Samuel said to him, “The Lord has torn the kingdom of Israel from you 

 today, and has given it to a neighbor of yours, who is better than you. 

 (1Samuel 15:28) 

Additional such verbs are listed in table 2: 

Table 2 – Change of state verbs used as locative A verbs  

verb translation  used as change of state verb   used as locative A verb 

 break Jeremiah 48:17 Jeremiah 30:8 שבר

לָה  consume Exodus 32:10 Exodus 32:12   כ 

ע ר  burn/remove by burning Exodus 3:3 2Chronicles 19:3   בער/ב 

 slay  Genesis 22:10 Jeremiah 41:7   שחט

 dry  Joel 1:12 Joel 1:12     הוביש

 wake Psalms 44:23 Joel 3:7    נעור/העיר
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4.   A verbs  

4.1 Causative directed motion 

Causative morphology is prevalent in A verbs. Indeed, of the 95 BH A verbs, 38 are 

in the Causative template, i.e. 40%: 

 הקים ,cast הטיל ,bring הגיש ,bring in הביא ,bring down הוריד ,bring up העלה ,raise הרים

raise, הניח let rest/let stay, השאיר let remain, הפיץ scatter, העמיד station, הציב position, 

 הליט ,hide הסתיר ,hide החביא ,cling הדביק ,lay השכיב ,seat הושיב ,sink הטביע ,set הציג

cover, הניס chase, האביד make extinct, הבדיל separate, החסיר omit, העביר pass, המיש 

move away, העתיק move away, הגלה deport, השליך throw away, הדיח expel, הוציא bring 

out, הכרית cut off, הרחיק remove, הזיל drip, הפיל make fall, הטה divert, הסב turn, הסיע 

bring 

This proportion is almost three times as much as what we find with A/B verbs, where 

the proportion is 15%, and four times as much as we find with B verbs, where the 

proportion is about 10%. Of the 45 BH A/B verbs, only 7 are in the Causative 

template:   

 הקצה ,empty הריק ,strip הפשיט ,remove הסיר ,rain upon המטיר ,sprinkle הזה ,clothe הלביש

scrape off 

Of the 37 BH B verbs, only 3 are in the Causative template: 

 put footwear on someone הנעיל ,water השקה ,feed האכיל

This significant difference in the morphology of the various classes is indicative of 

their different semantics. The high incidence of the Causative template among A 

verbs encodes the Cause role of the external argument, shown in the tree (14) above. 

Many A verbs are derived by adding an external Cause argument to unaccusative 

verbs of directed motion. When motion is spontaneous, the event is typically 

described by an unaccusative verb of directed motion in the Simple template, as in 

example (19) below. The addition of the Cause argument triggers the Causative 

template, as in example (20). In general, it is the Causative template which adds an 

external argument to an equi-rooted active voice verb (Doron 2003, 2008).
16

  

 come in בא (19)

ךְ אִישׁ עָלָיו -מִשְׁעֶנֶת הַקָנֶה הָרָצוּץ הַזֶה עַל-עַתָה הִנ ה בָטַחְתָ לְךָ עַל      א מִצְרַיִם אֲשֶׁר יִסָמ  וּבָּ
 וּנְקָבָהּ )מלכים ב יח, כא( בְכַפוֹ 

 Now look! You are trusting in the staff of this broken reed, Egypt, on which if 

 a man leans, it will go into his hand and pierce it. (2Kings 18:21) 

 bring in    הביא (20)

בֶל וַעֲבָדוֹ   וְהִנַחְתִיו עַל-אַדְמָתוֹ )ירמיה כז, יא(   בִיא אֶת-צַוָּּארוֹ בְעֹל מֶלֶךְ-בָּ  וְהַגּוֹי אֲשֶׁר יָּ

 But the nations that bring their necks under the yoke of the king of 

 Babylon and serve him, I will let them remain in their own land.  

(Jeremiah 27:11) 

                                                 
16
  In rare cases, both the unaccusative and the causative variants are in the same template. For 

example, both intransitive and transitive קרם cover with skin are in the Simple template, as in Ezekiel 

37:8 and 37:6 respectively. The same is true of   טבל dip in 2Kings 5:14 and Ruth 2:14. In other rare 

cases, the intransitive verb is in the Simple template whereas the transitive verb is in the Intensive 

template: ל ן ;dislodge (Deuteronomy 19:5 and 2Kings 16:6) נ ש  כ    .make dwell (Jeremiah 25:24 and 7:7) ש 
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Additional verbs are shown in table 3:  

Table 3      Causative A-Verbs derived from Simple template motion verbs  

Simple 

verb 

Translation Example Causative 

verb 

translation  example 

 bring 1Samuel 14:34 הגיש approach Genesis 27:23 נגש

 raise 1Kings 17:19 העלה go up 1Kings 18:42 עלה

 bring down Amos 3:11 הוריד descend Isaiah 55:10 ירד

 sink  Jeremiah 38:22 הטביע sink Jeremiah 38:6 טבע

 take out 2Chronicles 35:24 העביר cross over 2Samuel 15:24 עבר

 scatter Deuteronomy 4:27 הפיץ scatter 1Samuel 14:34 פץ

 join Deuteronomy 28:21 הדביק cling Genesis 2:24 דבק

 position 1Chronicles 18:3 הציב stand Judges 18:17 נצב

 divert 1Kings 11:2 הטה be inclined Judges 9:3 נטה

  put Genesis 2:15 הניח rest/stay Joshua 10:4 נח

 let remain Joshua 10:30 השאיר remain Joshua 10:19 נשאר

עמד
17

 stand 2Chronicles 21:16 העמיד  position Judges 16:25 

drip Numbers 24:7 נזל
18

 drip Isaiah 48:21 הזיל 

 make fall Ezekiel 30:22 הפיל fall Genesis 24:64 נפל

move Job 32:15 העתיק move Job 14:18 עתק
19

 

 separate Leviticus 20:24 הבדיל separate Numbers 16:21 נבדל

come out Numbers 22:5 יצא
20

 bring out 1Kings 9:9 הוציא 

 deport 2Kings 17:33 הגלה depart 1Samuel 4:21 גלה

 expel Deuteronomy 13:5 הדיח be expelled 2Samuel 14:14 נדח

 omit Isaiah 32:6 החסיר lack Proverbs 31:11 חסר

 make extinct Ezekiel 25:7 האביד become extinct Deuteronomy 22:3 אבד

 move away Micah 2:3 המיש move away Numbers 14:44 מש

 bring away Exodus 15:22 הסיע go away Numbers 12:16 נסע

 

5.   A/B verbs 

A/B verbs are not causative in that they typically are not based on causativizing 

unaccusative motion verbs describing the motion of the Locatum, unlike A verbs. In 

section 2, we suggested two necessary conditions for the alternation of a locative 

verb: 

                                                 
17
  Similarly for other position verbs  ישב/הושיב sit, שכב/השכיב lie / 

18
  The NKJV translation of this example is misleading, since the verb in Hebrew is intransitive: Water 

shall pour.... (and probably not from his bucket, but from what he has ladled). 

19
  The JPS translation is closer to the Hebrew text: "words are departed from them". 

20
  The JPS translation is closer to the Hebrew text: "Behold, there is a people come out from Egypt; 

behold, they cover the face of the earth". 
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1. The verb denotes action by an Agent toward a result state. Both Locatum and 

Location are arguments of a preposition denoting the result state.  

2. The preposition denotes a symmetric result state which can be equally predicated of 

the Locatum or the Location.  

Both conditions hold of the most basic verb put, which alternates in BH, shown below 

in (21). Whereas in English put asserts that the Locatum undergoes directed motion, 

and therefore does not alternate, in BH put is not a directed motion verb but a verb of 

bringing about a result state which can be equally predicated of the Locatum and the 

Location.   

 put  שם (21)

       a  רוּר ם בַפָּ ם בַסַל וְהַמָּּ רַק שָּ ר שָּ שָּ יפַת-קֶמַח מַצוֹת הַבָּ  וְגִדְעוֹן בָא וַיַעַש גְּדִי-עִזִים וְא 

                  (שופטים ו, יט) 

 So Gideon went in and prepared a young goat, and unleavened bread from an 

 ephah of flour. The meat he put in a basket, and he put the broth in a pot. 

 (Judges 6:19) 

         b  ף בְעַד יטֶב אֶת רֹאשָׁהּ וַתַשְׁק  שֶם בַפוּךְ עֵינֶיהָּ  וַת  וַיָבוֹא י הוּא יִזְרְעֶאלָה וְאִיזֶבֶל שָׁמְעָה וַתָּ
 הַחַלוֹן )מלכים ב ט, ל(

Now when Jehu had come to Jezreel, Jezebel heard of it; and she made up 

her eyes with paint and adorned her head, and looked through a window. 

(2Kings 9:30) 

In (21a) it is the Locatum which is realized as direct object, and in (21b) – the 

Location. The preposition denotes a result state in both examples: being in the basket 

or the pot in (21a) and being with mascara in (21b). The fact that the verb does not 

predicate movement of the Locatum, but only denotes the bringing about of the result-

state, is particularly salient in examples like the following, where putting Jerusalem 

amidst the nations actually involves the movement of nations to surround her, rather 

than the movement of Jerusalem to their midst:   

 put שם (22)

ם בְתוךְֹ הַגויִֹם שַמְתִיהָּ  וּסְבִיבוֹתֶיהָ אֲרָצוֹת )יחזקאל ה, ה(             כֹה אָמַר אֲדֹנָי ה' זֹאת יְרוּשָׁלִַ

 “Thus says the Lord God: ‘This is Jerusalem; I have set her in the midst of 

 the nations and the countries all around her. (Ezekiel 5:5) 

In section 2.1 above, we mentioned several A/B verbs. The following are additional 

examples.
21

 Verbs of putting are shown in (23)—(33). The (a) examples are Frame A, 

where the Locatum is direct object, and the (b) examples are Frame B, where the 

Location is direct object:
22 

 

 

 

                                                 
21
 The Locatum prepositions b- and min may be missing with some verbs, typically when the Locatum 

is indefinite. See fn. 13. This is the case in exx 23b, 24b, 27b, 29b, 52b.  

22
  A few of the verbs below subcategorize for the preposition על ʕal 'on' in Frame A instead of the 

expected b-. We leave a more detailed analysis of these verbs to future work. But the following analogy 

may be useful. Consider pairs such as מתוך min+tok 'from among' and בתוך b-+tok 'among' which are 

roughly equivalent to min and b- respectively. By analogy, it may be that min+ʕal 'from over' and b-

+ʕal 'over' are also equivalent to min and b-, though b-+ʕal is actually realized as על ʕal without b-. 
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 sow    זרע (23)

      a     )רְעוּ חִטִּים וְקֹצִים קָצָרוּ נֶחְלוּ לֹא יוֹעִלוּ )ירמיה יב, יג   זָּ

 They have sown wheat but reaped thorns; they have put themselves to 

 pain but do not profit. (Jeremiah 12:13) 

      b  )עֶהָּ מֶלַח )שופטים ט, מה  וַיִתֹץ אֶת הָעִיר וַיִזְרָּ

 and he demolished the city and sowed it with salt. (Judges 9:45) 

חט (24)     plaster 

      a )יכֶם אַי ה הַטִּיחַ אֲשֶר טַחְתֶם )יחזקאל יג, יב ר אֲל   וְהִנ ה נָפַל הַקִיר הֲלוֹא י אָמ 

 Surely, when the wall has fallen, will it not be said to you, ‘Where is the 

 mortar with which you plastered it?’ (Ezekiel 13:12) 

      b  )פֵל23 וְהִגַּעְתִיהוּ אֶל הָאָרֶץ )יחזקאל יג, יד  וְהָרַסְתִי אֶת הַקִיר אֲשֶר טַחְתֶם תָּ

 So I will break down the wall you have plastered with 

 untempered mortar, and bring it down to the ground. (Ezekiel 13:14) 

 anoint  משח (25)

      a )ף    )עמוס ו, ו בֶר יוֹס  חוּ וְלֹא נֶחְלוּ עַל-שׁ  נִים יִמְשָּ י יַיִן וְרֵאשִית שְמָּ  הַשֹתִים בְמִזְרְק 

 …who drink wine from bowls, and anoint upon themselves the best 

 ointments, but are not grieved for the affliction of Joseph. (Amos 6:6) 

      b )דְשִי מְשַחְתִיו )תהלים פט, כא  מָצָאתִי דָוִד עַבְדִי בְשֶמֶן קָּ

 I have found My servant David; with My holy oil I have anointed him. 

 (Psalms 89:21)  

 shoot   ירה (26)

      a )ה הַחֵצִי לְהַעֲבִרוֹ  )שמואל א כ, לו רָּ  הַנַעַר רָץ וְהוּא יָּ

 As the lad ran, he shot an arrow beyond him. (1Samuel 20:36) 

      b  )ם פִתְאֹם יֹרֻהוּ וְלֹא יִירָאוּ )תהילים סד, ה  לִירותֹ בַמִסְתָרִים תָּ

 That they may shoot the blameless in secret. (Psalms 64:5) 

 load עמס (27) 

      a  עֲרֵמותֹ וְעֹמְסִים עַל הַחֲמֹרִים מָה רָאִיתִי בִיהוּדָה דֹרְכִים גִּתוֹת בַשַבָת וּמְבִיאִים הָּ בַיָמִים הָה 
א )נחמיה יג, טו(              ל מַשָּ בִים וּתְאֵנִים וְכָּ   וְאַף יַיִן עֲנָּ

 In those days I saw people in Judah treading wine presses on the Sabbath, and 

 bringing in sheaves, and loading on donkeys wine, grapes, figs, and 

 all kinds of burdens. (Nehemiah 13:15) 

      b   )א לַעֲי פָה )ישעיה מו, א יכֶם עֲמוּסותֹ מַשָּ אֹת   נְשֻׂ

 Your carriages were heavily loaded, a burden to the beast weary.  (Isaiah 

 46:1) 

 thatch  סכך (28)

     a )לֶיךָ עַד-עָבְרִי  )שמות לג, כב   וְשַמְתִיךָ בְנִקְרַת הַצוּר וְשַכֹתִי כַפִי עָּ

I will put you in the cleft of the rock, and will hold My hand above you like 

thatch while I pass by. (Exodus 33:22) 

                                                 
23
  We consider תפל to be the Locatum, untempered mortar, in accordance with its distribution in BH 

and   to its NKJV translation, which accords to that of the traditional Bible commentary by Rashi.  
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      b )כִי-אַתָה קָנִיתָ כִלְיֹתָי תְסֻכֵנִי בְבֶטֶן אִמִי  )תהילים קלט, יג 

 For You formed my inward parts; You covered me in my mother's 

 womb. (Psalms 139:13) 

 clothe הלביש (29)

     a  )יו )בראשית כז, טז ארָּ יו וְעַל חֶלְקַת צַוָּּ דָּ ה עַל-יָּ עִזִים הִלְבִישָּ יֵי הָּ   וְאֵת עֹרֹת גְדָּ

 And she put the skins of the kids of the goats on his hands and on the 

 smooth part of his neck. (Genesis 27:16) 

     b    דִים )דברי הימים שִים בְגָּ ל וִיהוֹשָׁפָט מֶלֶךְ-יְהוּדָה יוֹשְׁבִים אִישׁ עַל-כִסְאוֹ מְלֻבָּ וּמֶלֶךְ יִשְרָא 
ט(ב יח,      

 The king of Israel and Jehoshaphat king of Judah, clothed in their robes. 

 (Chronicles 18:9)  

 sprinkle    הזה (30)

      a  )דְמָה )ויקרא טז, יד ה בְאֶצְבָעוֹ עַל פְנֵי הַכַפֹרֶת ק  ר וְהִזָּ   וְלָקַח מִדַּם24 הַפָּ

 He shall take some of the blood of the bull and sprinkle it with his finger on 

 the mercy seat on the east side. (Leviticus 16:14) 

      b   )כֵן יַזֶה גויִֹם רַבִים )ישעיה נב, טו   

 So shall He sprinkle many nations. (Isaiah 52:15) 

חלַ שׁ       (31)      send 

      a   (יו וְאָכְלָה אַרְמְנֹתֶיהָ   )הושע ח, יד רָּ  וְשִלַחְתִי-אֵש בְעָּ

         But I will send fire upon his cities, and it shall devour his palaces. (Hosea 8:14) 

      b  אֵש עִיר שִלְחוּ בָּ ם וַיִלְכְדוּ אוֹתָהּ וַיַכוּהָ לְפִי-חָרֶב וְ אֶת-הָּ     וַיִלָחֲמוּ בְנ י-יְהוּדָה בִירוּשָׁלִַ

          ( ח ,שופטים א ) 

Now the children of Judah fought against Jerusalem and took it; they struck it                    

with the edge of the sword and set the city on fire. (Judges 1:8) 

 rain upon   המטיר    (32)

    a       )ת ה' מִן-הַשָמָיִם  )בראשית יט, כד א  פְרִית וָּאֵש מ  ה גָּ  וַה' הִמְטִיר עַל-סְדֹם וְעַל-עֲמֹרָּ

Then the Lord rained brimstone and fire on Sodom and Gomorrah from 

the Lord out of the heavens. (Genesis 19:24) 

    b )טֵר וְחֶלְקָה אֲשֶׁר-לֹא-תַמְטִיר עָלֶיהָ תִיבָשׁ  )עמוס ד, ז ה אַחַת תִמָּּ  חֶלְקָּ

           One part was rained upon, and where it did not rain the part withered.  

(Amos   4:7) 

אסר  (33)   bind, harness 

   a )לָּה )שמואל א ו, ז עֲגָּ רותֹ בָּ       וַאֲסַרְתֶם אֶת-הַפָּ

 Hitch the cows to the cart. (1 Samuel 6:7) 

   b )ל אָבִיו גֹּשְׁנָה )בראשית מו, כט ף מֶרְכַבְתוֹ , וַיַעַל לִקְרַאת-יִשְרָא   וַיֶאְסֹר יוֹס 

So Joseph harnessed his chariot and went up to Goshen to meet his father 

Israel. (Genesis 46:29) 

                                                 
24
 Here min 'of' is the partitive preposition, which is different from the locative preposition. Thus blood 

is direct object. 
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The examples in (34)—(54) illustrate the same alternation for verbs of removal. The 

(a) examples are Frame A, where the Locatum is direct object, and the (b) examples 

are Frame B, where the Location is direct object:  

הנָ פ   (34)   clear 

       a    )סִיר ה' מִשְׁפָטַיִךְ פִנָּּה אֹיְבֵךְ )צפניה ג, יד-טו  ה 

 The Lord has taken away your judgments, He has cast out your enemy.  

(Zephaniah 3:14-15) 

קוםֹ לַגְמַלִיםוַיֹאמֶר בוֹא בְרוּךְ ה' לָמָה תַעֲמֹד בַחוּץ וְאָנֹכִי   b   )בראשית כד, לא( פִנִּיתִי הַבַיִת וּמָּ

 And he said, “Come in, O blessed of the Lord! Why do you stand outside? 

 For I have cleared out the house, and a place for the camels”.  

(Genesis 24:31) 

 remove  הסיר (35)

    a )ה מִקִרְבֶךָ  )שמות כג, כה  וַהֲסִרֹתִי מַחֲלָּ
 And I will take sickness away from the midst of you.  (Exodus 23:25)) 

    b )הֲסִירותִֹי מִסֵבֶל שִכְמוֹ  כַפָיו מִדוּד תַעֲבֹרְנָה )תהילים פא, ז 

I rid his shoulder of the burden; His hands were freed from the 

baskets.  (Psalms 81:6)
25

 

 gather  אסף (36)

     a )גִיל מִן הַכַרְמֶל )ישעיה טז, י ה וָּ   וְנֶאֱסַף שִמְחָּ

 Gladness is taken away and joy from the plentiful field. (Isaiah 16:10) 

     b )רַעְתוֹ  )מלכים ב, ה, ו לֶיךָ אֶת-נַעֲמָן עַבְדִי וַאֲסַפְתוֹ מִצָּ  הִנ ה שָׁלַחְתִי א 

 I have sent Naaman my servant to you, that you may heal him of his leprosy. 

 (2Kings 5:6) 

 gather grapes  בצר (37) 

     a  )ת סְפִיחַ קְצִירְךָ לֹא תִקְצוֹר וְאֶת עִנְּבֵי נְזִירֶךָ לֹא תִבְצֹר )ויקרא כה, ה  א 

 What grows of its own accord of your harvest you shall not reap, nor gather 

 the grapes of your untended vine. (Levituicus 25:5) 

     b  
 וַי צְאוּ הַשָדֶה וַיִבְצְרוּ אֶת כַרְמֵיהֶם )שופטים ט, כז(26

So they went out into the fields, and harvested their vineyards. (Judges 9:27) 

 shear   גזז (38) 

       a )זִי נִזְרֵךְ וְהַשְׁלִיכִי וּשְאִי עַל שְׁפָיִם קִינָה )ירמיה ז, כט   גָּ

 Cut off your hair and cast it away, and take up a lamentation on the desolate 

 heights. (Jeremiah 7:29) 

       b )וְלָבָן הָלַךְ לִגְזֹז אֶת צֹאנוֹ  )בראשית לא, יט 

 Now Laban had gone to shear his sheep. (Genesis 31:19) 

                                                 
25
  This translation assumes that the Hebrew original is indeed Frame B. However, this assumption is 

not uncontroversial, since either the burden or the shoulder could fulfill either Locatum or Location 

role, as shown in Dubnov and Doron 2014.    

26
  As explained in Dubnov and Doron 2014, these are not cases of metonymy. A vine can be a 

metonym for a grape, but the whole vineyard cannot. 
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חלַ ג     (39)    shave 

        a    ר אֶת בְגָדָיו לוְכִבֶס הַמִטַּה  רוֹ  וְגִלַח אֶת כָּ ר  )ויקרא יד, ח( שְעָּ וְרָחַץ בַמַיִם וְטָה   

 He who is to be cleansed shall wash his clothes, shave off all his hair, and 

 wash himself in water, that he may be clean. (Leviticus 14:8) 

        b ה אֶת הּ-וְגִלְחָּ צִפָרְנֶיהָ )דברים כא, יב(-וְעָשְתָה אֶת רֹאשָּ  

 And she shall shave her head and trim her nails. (Deuteronomy 21:12)  

 pluck  מרט (40)

   a  שְׁבָה נִי27 וָא  ה מִשְעַר רֹאשִי וּזְקָּ אֶמְרְטָּ  וּכְשָׁמְעִי אֶת-הַדָבָר הַזֶה קָרַעְתִי אֶת-בִגְדִי וּמְעִילִי וָּ
ם           )עזרא ט, ג(מְשׁוֹמ 

 So when I heard this thing, I tore my garment and my robe, and plucked out 

 some of the hair of my head and beard, and sat down astonished. (Ezra 9, 3) 

   b )אֶמְרְטֵם   )נחמיה יג, כה הֶם אֲנָשִׁים וָּ  וָאָרִיב עִמָם וָאֲקַלְל ם וָאַכֶה מ 

So I contended with them and cursed them, struck some of them and plucked 

them of their hair. (Nehemiah 13:25) 

 wash   רחץ (41)

      a  ר י יְרוּשָׁלַ   ִם יָדִיחַ קִרְבָהּ בְרוּחַ מִשְׁפָט וּבְרוּחַ בָע  חַץ אֲדֹנָי אֵת צֹאַת בְנותֹ צִיוןֹ וְאֶת דְמ  אִם רָּ
 )ישעיה ד, ד(              

 When the Lord has washed away the filth of the daughters of Zion, and 

 purged the blood of Jerusalem from her midst, by the spirit of judgment and 

 by the spirit of burning. (Isaiah 4:4) 

       b )ר )ויקרא יד, ט רוֹ  בַמַיִם וְטָה  חַץ אֶת-בְשָּ  וְכִבֶס אֶת-בְגָדָיו וְרָּ

 He shall wash his clothes and wash his body in water, and he shall be clean. 

 (Leviticus 14:9) 

  flow over  שטף  (42)

       a     )ךְ בַשָמֶן  )יחזקאל טז, ז כ  יִךְ וָאֲסֻׂ לָּ מַיִךְ מֵעָּ אֶשְטֹף דָּּ ךְ בַמַיִם וָּ   וָאֶרְחָצ 

 Then I washed you in water; yes, I thoroughly washed off your blood, and I 

 anointed you with oil. (Ezekiel 16:9) 

       b א עַד הָעָרֶב טַף בַמָיִם וְכִבֶס בְגָדָיו וְרָחַץ בַמַיִם וְטָמ  יו לֹא שָּ דָּ   וְכֹל אֲשֶׁר יִגַּע בוֹ הַזָב וְיָּ

    )ויקרא טו, יא(  

 And whomever the one who has the discharge touches, and has not rinsed his 

 hands in water, he shall wash his clothes and bathe in water, and be unclean 

 until evening. (Leviticus 15:11) 

 clear  מחה (43) 

a עַל כָל הָאָרֶץ נִים וְחֶרְפַת עַמוֹ יָסִיר מ  ל פָּ ה מֵעַל כָּ ה אֲדֹנָי ה' דִּמְעָּ חָּ  בִלַע הַמָוֶת לָנֶצַח וּמָּ
   )ישעיה כה, ח( 

 He will swallow up death forever, And the Lord God will wipe away tears 

 from all faces; The rebuke of His people He will take away from all the earth. 

 (Isaiah 25:8) 

b  )לַ   ִם כַאֲשֶׁר יִמְחֶה אֶת הַצַלַחַת מָחָה וְהָפַךְ עַל פָנֶיהָ  )מלכים ב כא, יג חִיתִי אֶת יְרוּשָּ  וּמָּ

                                                 
27

As in ex (30a) above, mi- here is partitive, thus hair is direct object. 
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    I will wipe Jerusalem as one wipes a dish, wiping it and turning it upside 

 down. (2 Kings 21:13) 

פאר (44)    cure
28

 

       a )רוּעַ  )ויקרא יד, ג רַעַת מִן הַצָּ א נֶגַע הַצָּ ן וְהִנ ה נִרְפָּ ן אֶל מִחוּץ לַמַחֲנֶה וְרָאָה הַכֹה   וְיָצָא הַכֹה 

 And the priest shall go out of the camp, and the priest shall examine him; and 

 indeed, if the leprosy is healed in [from] the leper. (Leviticus 14:3) 

       b )ם ה' )ירמיה ל, יז אֵךְ נְאֻׂ כָה לָךְ וּמִמַּכותַֹיִךְ אֶרְפָּ   כִי אַעֲלֶה אֲרֻׂ

 For I will restore health to you And heal you of your wounds,' says the Lord.  

 (Jeremiah 30:17) 

סב  כ   (45)     wash 

        a 
י הֻכַבֵס אֶת הַנֶּגַע )ויקרא יג, נה-נו(29  אַחֲר 

 after it [the plague] has been washed. (Leviticus 13:55) 

        b )כַבְסֵנִי מֵעֲוֹ נִי )תהילים נא, ד 

 Wash me thoroughly from my iniquity. (Psalms 51: 2) 

 acquit  נִ קָ ה (46)

      a   
יתִי )יואל ד, כא(30 ם לֹא נִק  מָּ   וְנִקֵיתִי דָּּ

 And I will hold as innocent their blood that I have not held as innocent.  

(Joel 4:21)  

      b  )אִם חָטָאתִי וּשְׁמַרְתָנִי וּמֵעֲו ֹנִי לֹא תְנַקֵנִי )איוב י, יד 

 If I sin, then You mark me, and will not acquit me of my iniquity. (Job 

 10:14) 

 scrape off  הקצה (47)

      a )ר אֲשֶר הִקְצוּ אֶל מִחוּץ לָעִיר )ויקרא יד, מא פָּ  וְשָׁפְכוּ אֶת הֶעָּ

 …and the dust that they scrape off they shall pour out in an unclean place 

 outside the city. (Leviticus 14:41) 

      b )י הִטּוֹחַ )ויקרא יד, מג י הִקְצותֹ אֶת הַבַיִת וְאַחֲר   וְאַחֲר 

 …after he has scraped the house, and after it is plastered. (Leviticus 14:43) 

 plunder   בזז (48)

      a     )יִת )בראשית לד, כט ל אֲשֶר בַבָּ בֹזוּ וְאֵת כָּ יהֶם שָׁבוּ וַיָּ ילָם וְאֶת כָל טַפָם וְאֶת נְשׁ   ו ְאֶת כָל ח 

 …and all their wealth. All their little ones and their wives they took captive; 

 and they plundered even all that was in the houses. (Genesis 34:29) 

      b )ם )מלכים ב ז, טז בֹזוּ אֵת מַחֲנֵה אֲרָּ א הָעָם וַיָּ  וַי צ 

                                                 
28
 The examples here illustrating frame alternation are in the Simple template, but most occurrences of 

this root in the Old Testament are in the Intensive template. 

29
  BH allows the passive subject to be expressed as a direct object in some cases. The passive הֻכַבֵס 

has been washed is not a standard passive form, and is considered the passive of the Middle Intensive 

form hitpaʕel by e.g. Joüon 1923 §53h.  

30
  The English translation we give for this particular example is based on the JPS translation. Though 

Rashi’s interpretation of this particular example is different, it equally assumes Frame A.  
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 Then the people went out and plundered the tents of the Syrians. (2 Kings 

 7:16) 

 rob   גזל (49)

       a     )וַיִגְזֹל אֶת הַחֲנִית מִיַד הַמִּצְרִי )שמואל ב כג, כא 
 He wrested the spear out of the Egyptian’s hand. (2 Samuel 23:21) 

 

        b     )ר הוּא לְאִישׁ מַשְׁחִית )משלי כח, כד ין פָשַׁע חָב  ר א               גוזֵֹל אָבִיו וְאִמּוֹ  וְאֹמ 
 Whoever robs his father or his mother, and says, “It is no transgression,” the 

 same is companion to a destroyer. (Proverbs 28:24) 

 exploit   עשק (50)

       a נָּה וְיָּתוֹם כִיר אַלְמָּ ר... בְ עֹשְקֵי שְכַר שָּ ד מְמַה   וְהָיִיתִי ע 

Against those who plunder the wages of workers and widows and orphans. 

(Malachi 3:5)  

       b  )שַקְתִי )שמואל א יב, ג   אֶת שׁוֹר מִי לָקַחְתִי וַחֲמוֹר מִי לָקַחְתִי וְ אֶת מִי עָּ

 Whose ox have I taken, or whose donkey have I taken, or whom have I 

 cheated? (1Samuel 12:3) 

 empty  הריק (51)

       a  מוֹ יָדִי  אָרִיק חַרְבִי ...אָמַר אוֹי ב )שמות טו, ט(תוֹרִישׁ   

The enemy said … ‘I will draw my sword, my hand shall  destroy them’. 

(Exodus 15:9) 

       b  ּרִיקו יו יָּ צוּ )ירמיה מח, יב(וְכֵלָּ יהֶם יְנַפ  וְנִבְל   

 [wine-workers who will…] empty his vessels and break the bottles (Jeremiah 

 48:12) 

  strip  הפשיט (52)

       a לַי הִפְשִיט ט(וַיָסַר עֲטֶרֶת רֹאשִׁי )איוב יט,  כְבודִֹי מֵעָּ  

 He has stripped my glory off me, and taken the crown from my head. (Job 

 19: 9) 

       b )ירֹם וְעֶרְיָה )יחזקאל, טז, לט ךְ וְהִנִיחוּךְ ע  י תִפְאַרְת  דַיִךְ וְלָקְחוּ כְל  ךְ בְגָּ  וְהִפְשִיטוּ אותָֹּ

 They shall also strip you of your clothes, take your beautiful jewelry, and 

 leave you naked and bare. (Ezekiel 16:39) 

 stop    עצר  (53) 

a. )אֵל )במדבר כהח פָה מֵעַל בְנֵי יִשְרָּ צַר הַמַגּ   וַתֵעָּ

 So the plague was stopped among the children of Israel. (Numbers 

 25:8) 

b.  31 )רַנִ י ה'מִלֶדֶת )בראשית טז, ב   וַתֹאמֶר שָרַי אֶל אַבְרָם הִנ ה נָא עֲצָּ

 See now, the Lord has restrained me from bearing children. (Genesis 16:2)  

 spare   חשך (54)

                                                 
31
 We interpret the direct object clitic as Location on the basis both of the Onkelos translation: הא כען 

 Both show that .(Kil 1997) סגר את רחמי in Daat Mikra as עצרני and Kil's interpretation of מנעני ה' מלמילד

the direct object clitic refers to the Location rather than to a Locatum being stopped while advancing, 

as it does in (53a). 
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a. )שַכְתָּ אֶת בִנְךָ אֶת יְחִידְךָ מִמֶּנִּי  )בראשית כב, יב  וְלֹא חָּ

…you have not withheld your son, your only son, from Me. (Genesis 22:12) 

b. )גַּם מִזֵדִים חֲשֹךְ עַבְדֶּךָ אַל יִמְשְׁלוּ בִי )תהילים יט, יד 

Spare Your servant presumptuous sins; let them not have dominion over 

me. (Psalms 19:13) 

 

6.   B Verbs 

6.1   The onset/offset of a mereological relation  

Removal B-verbs do not denote motion, but what has been called "removal of 

possession" by Talmy 1985 or "deprivation" by Levin and Rappaport Hovav 1991. 

The Locatum is not an independent object moving away from a Location, but an 

integral or possessed part of the Location which is lost to the Location as a result of 

the Agent's action. This is true in BH as well, as illustrated in the following examples 

of removal B verbs: 

ר  (55) ס  ח   deprive 
ה )קהלת ד, ח(  ל ו  מְחַסֵר אֶת נַפְשִי מִטּובָֹּ    וּלְמִי אֲנִי עָמ 

 For whom do I toil and deprive myself of good? (Ecclasiastes 4:8) 

 cleanse  קִ ד  שׁ (56) 

הּ )שמואל ב יא, 4(   וְהִיא מִתְקַדֶּשֶת מִטֻּמְאָתָּ

 for she was cleansed from her impurity (2 Samuel 11, 4) 

 (57) 
 purify  טִ ה  ר32

אֵל )ויקרא טז, יח-יט(            חַ  ... וְטִהֲרוֹ וְקִדְּשוֹ מִטֻּמְאֹת בְנֵי יִשְרָּ  וְיָצָא אֶל הַמִזְב 

 
 And he shall go out to the altar… cleanse it and consecrate it from the 

 uncleanness of the children of Israel. (Leviticus 16:18-19) 

 wean   גמל (58)
י מִשָדָיִם )ישעיהו כח, ט(  לָּב עַתִיק  עָה וְאֶת-מִי יָבִין שְׁמוּעָה גְמוּלֵי מֵחָּ  אֶת-מִי יוֹרֶה ד 

 "Whom will he teach knowledge? And whom will he make to understand the 

 message? Those just weaned from milk? Those just drawn from the 

 breasts? (Isaiah 28:9) 

We note the prevalence of the Intensive template in B verbs (both putting and 

removal), which is the mirror image of the prevalence of the Causative template in A 

verbs. Indeed, of the 37 BH B verbs, 15 are in the Intensive template, i.e. 40%: 

פָה פָה ,panel ח  רָה ,overlay צ  סָה ,roof with beams ק  ר ,cover כ  ט  ד ,crown ע  פ   ,lay (a bed) ר 

ם ב ,rain ג ש  ן ,populate י ש  ש  ל ,oil/take away fatty ashes ד  ק  א ,uproot שׁ  ר  שׁ ,hurl stones ס  מ   ט 

defile, ר ה  שׁ ,cleanse ט  ד  ר ,sanctify ק  ס   .deprive ח 

This is dramatically more than in the other classes. Of the 95 BH A verbs, only 12 are 

in the Intensive template (13%): 

                                                 
32
   The verb הר  could be thought of as alternating, since it once appears in Frame A, in (i) below. But ט 

it is interpreted in (i) as pronounce pure: 

 (i) )ן אֶת-הַנֶּגַע טָהוֹר הוּא  )ויקרא יג יז ן וְהִנ ה נֶהְפַךְ הַנֶגַע לְלָבָן וְטִהַר הַכֹה   וְרָאָהוּ הַכֹה 
 And the priest shall examine him; and indeed if the sore has turned white, then the priest shall 

 pronounce him clean who has the sore. He is clean.  
 (Leviticus 13:17)  
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ן ,cast/shoot י דָה כ  ב ץ ,make dwell שׁ  ז ר ,collect ק  ק ,disperse ז רָה ,scatter פ  לַע ,tear נ ת   ב 

swallow/destroy, מִל ט rescue, ל ט שׁ ,save פ  ל ץ ,drive out ג ר  ל ,rescue ח   dislodge נ ש 

and of the 45 BH A/B verbs, only 7 are in the Intensive template (15%):  

לַח ,clear פ  נָ ה ,wash כ  ב  ס ,acquit נ  קָ ה ,purify ח  ט  א ,shave ג  לַ ח ,fill מ  ל  א  .send שׁ 
33

 

We can generalize the notions of "removal of possession" and "deprivation" to 

locative verbs in general, and extend them to verbs of putting as well as verbs of 

removal. Indeed we find that B verbs of putting describe an Agent bringing about the 

onset of a relation of inclusion/ possession/ consumption, a type of relation which we 

call for short mereological. This relation, independently of the Agent, can often be 

expressed on its own as a transitive relation (unlike the intransitive motion verbs 

that A verbs are derived from, c.f. section 4 above). There is no movement implicated 

in these verbs, but the existence or the onset of a mereological relation, similarly to 

the loss of this relation in the verbs of removal (55) – (58) above. There is never a 

path of motion lexicalized in these verbs, and thus the Location is fixed and is always 

either Source or Goal, and cannot vary for a single verb, unlike the vast variation we 

found in both alternating verbs and A verbs. There are two types of mereological 

relations: 

I. Locatum-subject verbs  (Locatum covers/surrounds Location) 

רָה ,cover צִפָה ,overlay חִפָה ,cover כִסָה ד ,surround סָבַב ,prepare a couch רָבַד ,roof ק   רִפ 

lay (a bed), סָפַן cover, ב    water הִשְׁקָה ,populate יִש 

II. Location-subject verbs  (Location integrates Locatum) 

 ,gird  חגר ,אזר ,overflow השיק ,be saturated רוה ,be satiated  שבע ,drink שתה ,eat אכל

 be defiled טמא ,mantle  עטה ,adorn  עדה ,put on footwear נעל

We illustrate below these types of mereological relation, together with the derived 

locative B verbs. 

                                                 
33
 For the sake of completeness, we also list all the Simple template locative verbs. They constitute the 

majority of A/B verbs (31 out of 45, i.e. almost 70%), whereas their proportion among non-alternating 

verbs is roughly 50%, which is what we would expect since the Simple template is the default template. 

There are 45 Simple template verbs out of the 95 A verbs, and 19 out of the 37 B verbs.  

A/B verbs 

 שם ,stone רגם ,load עמס ,thatch סכך ,anoint משח ,shoot ירה ,plaster טח ,wrap חבש ,sow זרע ,gather אסף

put, שת set, ארה gather/pluck, בזז plunder, בצר gather grapes, גזז shear, גזל rob, חשך spare, חשף bare, ינק 

suck, ירש get/inherit, מחה wipe, מנע withhold, מרט pluck, עצר stop, עשק exploit, פרק rescue, קצר harvest, 

 rob/devastate שדד ,flow over שטף ,heal רפא ,wash רחץ

A verbs 

אצר  ,bind אסר gather/store up, גלל roll, זרה blow off,  זרק toss/sprinkle, טבל dip, טמן hide, יצק pour, לחץ 

push, מרח spread, נטע plant, נטש abandon, נפח blow, נסך pour, נתן put/give, סחב drag, עזב leave, פרש 

stretch out, צפן hide, צרר wrap, קבר bury, קרם cover with skin, קשר tie, שלח send, תלה hand, תקע drive in, 

 ,cut off כרת ,withdraw/bare חלץ ,seize a pledge חבל ,push הדף ,draw water דלה ,take/lessen גרע ,steal גנב

 buy פדה ,bring נשא ,uproot  נסח ,draw out משה ,wring/drain מצה ,pinch off מלק ,gather לקט ,take לקח

out/redeem, קבץ collect, קטף collect, שאב draw water, שלף pull off, שפך spill 

B verbs 

 ,anoint סך ,put on footwear נעל ,tar כפר ,put on makeup כחל ,load טען ,gird חגר ,fence up גדר ,gird אזר

 גמל ,hedge שך ,prepare a couch רבד ,mantle עטה ,adorn עדה ,shut/obstruct סתם ,cover ספן ,surround סבב

wean, זמר prune, זר squeeze, שחט squeeze  

Simple template verbs provide us with additional evidence for the distinction between alternating 

verbs, which have an obligatory external argument, and non-alternating verbs, where the external 

argument is optional: the Middle Simple template is mostly interpreted as passive in A/B verbs, but is 

usually interpreted as unaccusative in non-alternating verbs. 
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 cover  כִ סָ ה (59)

 used as a mereological relation (Locatum-subject) 

דוּת )ויקרא טז, יג(        ה עֲנַן הַקְטֹרֶת אֶת-הַכַפֹרֶת אֲשֶׁר עַל-הָע   וְכִסָּ

 the cloud of incense may cover the mercy seat that is on the Testimony. 

 (Leviticus 16:13) 

 B verb 

לֶת וְכִסוּ אֹתוֹ בְ מִכְסֵה עוֹר תָחַשׁ )במדבר ד, יא(       וְעַל מִזְבַח הַזָהָב יִפְרְשוּ בֶגֶד תְכ 

 Over the golden altar they shall spread a blue cloth, and cover it with a 

 covering of badger skins. (Numbers 4:11) 

א (60)  defile   טמא/טִמ 

 used as a mereological relation (Location-subject) 
מֵאת   )יחזקאל כב, ד(  ךְ אֲשֶׁר שָׁפַכְתְ אָשַׁמְתְ וּבְגִלוּלַיִךְ אֲשֶׁר עָשִית טָּ  בְדָמ 

 You have become guilty by the blood which you have shed, and have defiled 

 yourself with the idols which you have made. (Ezekiel 22:4) 

 B verb 
יהֶם עַל הַדָם אֲשֶׁר שָׁפְכוּ עַל הָאָרֶץ וּבְגִלוּלֵיהֶם טִמְּאוּהָּ  )יחזקאל לו, יח(   וָאֶשְׁפֹךְ חֲמָתִי עֲל 

 Therefore I poured out My fury on them for the blood they had shed on the 

 land, and for their idols with which they had defiled it. (Ezekiel 36:18)  

Additional such pairs are shown below: 

Table 4      B-verbs derived from verbs of mereological relations 

verb Translation used as a mereological relation used as a B verb 

  Locatum Subject  

 surround Genesis 2:11 Exodus 28:11 סבב

 water Genesis 2:6 Psalms 80:5 השקה

  Location Subject  

 gird 1Kings 20:32 Exodus 29:9 חגר

 gird 1Samuel 2:4 Psalms 18:32 אזר

 adorn Ezekiel 23:40 Ezekiel 16:11 עדה

 eat/feed Exodus 16:35 Deuteronomy 8:3 אכל/האכיל

 fill/satisfy (food) Proverbs 12:11 Lamentations 3:15 שבע/השביע

 fill/satisfy (drink) Proverbs 7:18 Lamentations 3:15 רוה/הרוה

 

We note that all Location-subject verbs are in the Simple template, whereas this is not 

true of Locatum-subject verbs. The latter typically have the same non-simple template 

as the derived locative B verb. We conclude that the unmarked mereological relation 

is expressed by Location-subject verbs. Mereological relations expressed by Locatum-

subject verbs are derived from the Location-subject verbs in case the Agent is 

missing, and the Location is assigned an additional Agentive role.
34

   

                                                 
34
  This template-modifying derivation of Locatum-subject verbs from Location-subject verbs is 

different from the alternation of intransitive/monotransitive locative verbs such as מששרץ, ר  swarm, זב 

 fill (monotransitive). In the case of the latter verbs, both alternants are in the מלא ,dislodge נשל ,drip נטף,
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6.2  Locatum incorporation 

For some B verbs, the Locatum argument is incorporated into the verbal root. This 

leaves the Location as the single internal argument available to the verb in the syntax, 

and hence Frame B as the only available alignment (as was noted by Rubinstein 1982: 

351-353). Here are several examples:
35

 

  put on make up  כחל     (61)
חַלְתְ עֵינַיִךְ וְעָדִית עֶדִי )יחזקאל כג, מ(    וְהִנ ה בָאוּ לַאֲשֶׁר רָחַצְתְ כָּ

And there they came and you washed yourself for them, painted your eyes, 

and adorned yourself with ornaments. (Ezekiel 23:40) 

 tar  כפר (61)
הּ מִבַיִת וּמִחוּץ בַכֹפֶר  פַרְתָּ אֹתָּ בָה וְכָּ י גֹפֶר קִנִים תַעֲשֶה אֶת הַת  בַת עֲצ  ה לְךָ ת   עֲש 

    )בראשית ו, יד(

 Make yourself an ark of gopherwood; make rooms in the ark, and cover it 

 inside and outside with pitch. (Genesis 6:14) 

 rain  גִּ ש  ם (63)
הּ בְיוֹם זָעַם )יחזקאל כב, כד(   בֶן אָדָם אֱמָר לָהּ אַתְ אֶרֶץ לֹא מְטֹהָרָה הִיא לֹא גֻשְמָּ

 Son of man, say to her: ‘You are a land that is not cleansed
 
or rained on in 

 the day of indignation’. (Ezekiel 22:24) 

ר (64) ט   crown  ע 

ר תְעַטְּרֵהוּ  )תהילים ח, ה-ו(  דָּ בודֹ וְהָּ  מָה-אֱנוֹשׁ כִי-תִזְכְרֶנוּ... וְכָּ

 What is man that You are mindful of him…And You have crowned him with 

glory and honor. (Psalms 8:4-5) 

(65) 
 fence up   גדר36

דַר וְלֹא אֶעֱבוֹר וְעַל נְתִיבוֹתַי חֹשֶׁךְ יָשִים )איוב יט, ח(          אָרְחִי גָּ

 He has fenced up my way, so that I cannot pass; and He has set darkness in 

 my paths. (Job 19:8) 

                                                                                                                                            
Simple template, i.e. alternation does not modify the template; moreover, the Location is typically 

marked with a locative preposition in the Locatum-subject variant. We note that the alternating 

ditransitive verb ל א  fill (ditransitive) is special among A/B verbs in that it is derived from the מ 

alternating monotransitive verb מלא fill, unlike all other A/B verbs, where the Agent is obligatory (as 

indicated by the non-optionality of the external argument in the trees in (14) above). Another such verb 

might be ל  dislodge. Though it is only found in Frame A in the Hebrew Bible, we speculate it was an נ ש 

alternating verb in BH, since it is derived from an alternating monotransitive verb. See additional 

discussion of ל      .in fn. 39 נ ש 

35
  The preposition sometimes allows the repetition of the incorporated Locatum as a cognate object, 

i.e. a non-referential expression such as מאבן of stone or בשמן with oil. 

36
  This verb could be considered alternating, since it may have a single occurrence in Frame A, which 

is questionable since the direct object is a cognate object (ignored in the translation): 

(i)       )הּ וּנְתִיבוֹתֶיהָ לֹא תִמְצָא )הושע ב, ח דַרְתִי אֶת גְדֵרָּ ךְ בַסִירִים וְגָּ ן הִנְנִי שָךְ אֶת דַרְכ   לָכ 

              Therefore, behold, I will hedge up your way with thorns, And wall her in, So that she cannot                

 find her paths. (Hosea 2:6)  

Similarly for crown in (64): 

(ii) )נָתוֹ   )שיר השירים ג, יא ה-לוֹ אִמּוֹ בְיוֹם חֲתֻׂ ה שֶעִטְּרָּ רָּ עֲטָּ  צְאֶ נָה וּרְאֶינָה בְנוֹת צִיוֹן בַמֶלֶךְ שְׁלֹמֹה בָּ

Go forth daughters of Zion and see King Solomon with the crown which his mother gave him 

on the day of his wedding. (Canticles 3:11) 
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ל (66) ק   hurl stones  ס 

used as a verbs of putting    
   סֻקַל נָּבותֹ וַיָמֹת )מלכים א כא, יד(   

 Naboth has been stoned and is dead. (1Kings 21:14) 

  used as a verbs of removal  

  עִבְרוּ עִבְרוּ בַשְעָרִים פַנוּ דֶרֶךְ הָעָם סֹלוּ סֹלוּ הַמְסִלָה סַקְלוּ מֵאֶבֶן )ישעיהו סב, י( 

 Go through, Go through the gates! Prepare the way for the people; Build up, 

 Build up the highway! Clear it of the stones. (Isaiah 62:10) 

 oil/take away fatty ashes   ד  ש  ן (67)

 used as a verbs of putting  
  דִּשַנְתָּ  בַשֶמֶן רֹאשִי )תהילים כג, ה( 

 You anoint my head with oil. (Psalms 23:5) 

used as a verbs of removal  

 וְ דִשְנוּ אֶת-הַמִּזְבֵחַ )במדבר ד, יג(    

 Also they shall clear the altar of ashes. (Numbers 4:13) 

 make a plant take/lose root     שׁ  ר  שׁ (68)

used as a verb of putting  
שוּ )ירמיהו יב, ב(   נְטַעְתָם גַּם שֹרָּ

You have planted them, yes, they have taken root. (Jeremiah 12:2) 

 used as a verb of removal  

שו      )איוב לא, ח(        אֶזְרְעָה... וְצֶאֱצָאַי יְשֹרָּ

           Yes, let my harvest be rooted out. (Job 31:8) 

Locatum-incorporating verbs seem to denote change along a path rather than 

mereological relations. One indication is their ambiguous use as putting/ removal 

verbs, illustrated by (66) –  (68). Another indication is that they are not derived from 

any verbs denoting basic mereological relations. We conclude that Locatum-

incorporated verbs are not based on mereological relations. They are similar to other 

B verbs in that they do not alternate, but this is a by-product of the incorporation of 

the Locatum into the verbal root. The fact that they are not found in Frame A (but see 

fn. 36) is due to the independent factor of Locatum incorporation, which prevents the 

realization of Frame A for reasons unrelated to the argument alignment of these verbs. 

We therefore propose that these B verbs have the syntax of alternating verbs, though 

they happen not to appear in Frame A. The reason why there is no actual alternation, 

even when the preposition is symmetric, is the incorporation of the Locatun into the 

verb.  

 

7.  Classification of Biblical Hebrew as verb-framed 

We have related the Locative Alternation Preposition Identity to another syntactic 

property of BH: it's being a verb-framed language in the terminology of Talmy 1985, 

1991, 2000. Talmy’s typology classifies a language as verb-framed or satellite-framed 

on the basis of the prevalent lexicalization pattern in the language. In the realm of 

motion verbs, verb-framed languages tend to encode direction of motion within the 

verb itself, and manner of motion – in satellite (e.g. subordinate) expressions. This is 

reversed in satellite-framed languages. The latter languages tend to encode manner of 
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motion within the verb, and direction of motion – in satellite expressions such as 

directional particles or prepositions.  

One difference between verb-framed and satellite-framed languages is that the former 

have very few manner of motion verbs in comparison to the latter. For example, BH 

only has about twenty, such as: רץ, אץ  run,   ךְל  ה  walk, רכב ride, עף fly, שט cruise,   ףח  ר  

soar, זחל crawl,   ג,ל  ד  skip , ץפ  ק    hop, זרם flow, נע, נד wander, שחה swim, דהר dash, צעד, 

 stride. These verbs do not themselves encode direction, and do not cooccur with פשע

expressions encoding direction.
37

 English, which is a satellite framed-language, has in 

comparison about 200 manner of motion verbs (Levin 1993).  

English often attaches various particles to motion and locative verbs for the purpose 

of encoding the direction of change. For example the verb bring cooccurs with 

various particles, e.g. bring in, bring out, bring up, bring down, bring back. In 

Hebrew, for each direction there is a different verb expressing bring in that direction: 

 bring back. For השיב ,bring down הוריד ,bring up העלה ,bring out הוציא ,bring in הביא

the purpose of expressing bring without specifying a direction, Hebrew resorts to the 

verb נשא carry. But since this verb does not encode a direction, it cannot cooccur with 

a result state phrase: In a verb-framed language, the direction toward the result state 

must be lexicalized within the verb. Accordingly, the direction for carry is expressed 

by conjoining it with other verbs lexicalizing the path/direction, such as go up and 

rest (be placed) in the following BH example:  

 carry  נשא (69) 
נַח בְכֹל   ל-אֶרֶץ מִצְרַיִם, וַיָּ אַרְבֶה עַל כָּ אַרְבֶה, וַיַעַל הָּ א אֶת-הָּ הַבֹקֶר הָיָה וְרוּחַ הַקָדִים נָּשָּ
יִם )שמות י, יג-יד(    גְבוּל מִצְרָּ

 When it was morning, the east wind brought the locusts. And the locusts 

 went up over all the land of Egypt and rested on all the territory of 

 Egypt.  (Exodus 10: 13-14) 

Additional examples, with the manner verbs רכב ride and חש hurry, are shown below. 

In the first example, (70), the NKJV literally translates the direction by conjoining the 

manner of motion verb with a directed motion verb: ride and go to. In the second 

example (71), the NKJV does not literally translate hurry and raid, but rather 

idiomatically rush upon:  

 

                                                 
37
  But, as noted by Slobin 2004:226, "verb-framed languages do sometimes license the use of a manner 

verb as a main verb in a path expression if no boundary-crossing is predicated. Thus it is possible, 

across a range of verb-framed languages to say the equivalent of ‘fly to/from the tree’ but not ‘fly out 

of the hole’." In BH, this is possible for the locative verb גלל roll:  

(i)  )ה )יהושע י, יח רָּ נִים גְדֹלותֹ אֶל-פִי הַמְּעָּ עַ גֹלוּ אֲבָּ   וַיֹאמֶר יְהוֹשֻׁׂ
 So Joshua said, Roll large stones against the mouth of the cave. (Joshua 10:18) 

(ii) )אֶבֶן מֵעַל פִי הַבְאֵר )בראשית כט, י גֶל אֶת הָּ  וַיִגַּשׁ יַעֲקֹב וַיָּ
 Jacob went near and rolled the stone from the well's mouth. (Genesis 29:10) 

Yet the verbs סחב drag and רץ run seem to contradict even this weakened characterization: 

(iii) (שמואל ב יז, יג)   וְסָחַבְנוּ אֹתוֹ עַד-הַנַחַל 
 We will pull it into the river (2Samuel 17:13) 

(iv) )ף וַיְרִיצֻהוּ מִן-הַבוֹר  )בראשית מא, יד  וַיִשְׁלַח פַרְעֹה וַיִקְרָא אֶת-יוֹס 
 Then Pharaoh sent and called Joseph, and they brought [ran] him quickly out of the 

 dungeon. (Genesis 41:14) 

It is possible that רץ run should be given an additional interpretation as a directed-motion verb go 

quickly, similarly to הלך go. Joseph was probably not made to run, but to leave quickly.  
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 ride   רכב (70)

ב שָׁמָה  )מלכים ב ט, טז(   וַיִרְכַב י הוּא וַיֵלֶךְ יִזְרְעֶאלָּה כִי יוֹרָם שֹׁכ 
 So Jehu rode in a chariot and went to Jezreel, for Joram was laid up there.       

 (2 Kings 9:16) 

שיחה (71)   hurry 

ה  )שופטים כ, לז(  ב הֵחִישוּ וַיִפְשְטוּ אֶל-הַגִבְעָּ  וְהָאֹר 
 And the men in ambush quickly rushed upon Gibeah. (Judges 20:37) 

Another means of combining manner of motion verbs with a direction in a verb-

framed language is to embed them in non-finite form (either as a verbal noun or a 

participle) under a finite verb of directed motion. In the following examples, the 

manner of motion verbal noun fly is embedded under the change of location verb גביהּה  

go up, and the manner of motion participle hastened is embedded under the change of 

location verb יצא go out: 

 fly עוף (72)

 כִי-אָדָם לְעָמָל יוּלָד וּבְנ י-רֶשֶׁף יַגְבִיהוּ עוּף )איוב ה, ז( 

 Yet man is born to trouble, As the sparks fly upward. (Job 5:7) 

 hasten    נבהל (73)

לִים וּדְחוּפִים בִדְבַר הַמֶלֶךְ )אסתר ח, יד(  צְאוּ מְבֹהָּ י הָרֶכֶשׁ הָאֲחַשְׁתְרָנִים יָּ  הָרָצִים רֹכְב 

 The couriers who rode on royal horses went out, hastened and pressed on by 

 the king's command. (Esther 8:14) 

The following table summarizes the examples above illustrating the BH verb-framed 

system, where a non-directed motion verb cannot be modified by a locative result 

state, vs. the English satellite-framed system, where this is possible: 

Table 5 

Literal English translation of BH 

Verb-framed 

Idiomatic English translation of BH 

Satellite-framed 

carry the locusts, and they go onto the land carry the locusts onto the land 

ride and go to Jezreel ride to Jezreel 

rush and raid Gibeah    rush upon Gibeah 

go up flying fly upward 

go out hastened hasten out 

 

In a verb-framed language, such as BH, a locative verb encodes directed change, 

while the preposition encodes a stative result. As we argued in section 2, if the stative 

preposition is moreover symmetric, its arguments alternate, which results in two 

alignment frames for the same preposition. We thus account for the Locative 

Alternation Preposition Identity. A satellite framed language, on the other hand, the 

direction of motion is encoded in the preposition. Thus the preposition is often 

dynamic, and in particular not symmetric.     

 

8.   The historical development of MH from BH  

8.1.   MH inherits the Locative Alternation Preposition Identity  

As mentioned in section 1, Modern Hebrew, just like BH, exhibits the Locative 

Alternation Preposition Identity. Yet it is not at all clear whether MH is verb-framed. 

True, MH still has a salient characteristic of verb-framed languages: its motion verbs 
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often lexicalize path and direction, e.g. נכנס enter,  .descend ירד ,ascend עלה ,exist יצא 

But on the other hand, MH has innovated many manner-of-motion verbs, and uses 

them happily with directional prepositional phrases. Moreover, MH allows directional 

phrases with the manner of motion verbs inherited from BH, e.g.  מתחת לגשררכב אל  

rode under the bridge,  בוראל מחוץ לזחל  crawled out of the hole, which is impossible in 

BH and in other verb-framed languages.  

MH has locative verbs which are manner of motion verbs, and uses them easily with 

directional prepositions (סחף carry away, גרר drag, משך pull, גלגל roll, דחף push etc). 

BH only uses a couple of such verbs as locative verbs, סחב drag,  גלל  roll.  

MH has innovated many alternating locative verbs involving manner of motion verbs. 

Mateu 2001 observes the rareness of alternating verbs in Spanish denoting 

"simultaneous forceful contact and motion of a mass against a surface" (a term due to 

Pinker 1989: 126). These verbs are not expected to alternate in a verb-framed 

language, since they denote non-directed activities, and thus cannot involve a result 

state. BH only has one such alternating verb  שטף rinse. Unlike BH and Spanish, such 

alternating verbs are common in MH, which is not surprising if MH is satellite-

framed. Most MH examples are verbs of removal: 

 טאטא ,brush הבריש ,shine צחצח ,scrub קרצף ,wipe ניגב ,shake ניער ,rub שפשף ,rinse שטף

sweep, מירק polish, גירף rake, זיקק distill  

but some can also be interpreted as verbs of putting: עיסה massage, שטף rinse into,  
  .rub into שפשף

MH has thus acquired important characteristics of satellite-framed languages. This 

casts doubt on the classification of MH as verb-framed proposed by Berman and 

Slobin 1994 and Slobin 2004.  

The possibility that MH is a satellite-framed language actually strengthens the view 

that MH syntax is a historical development of BH syntax. MH has the Locative 

Alternation Preposition Identity, and has thus kept a characteristic of the BH system 

which it certainly could not have developed on its own, since this is a characteristic of 

a verb-framed language, which MH might not be. Neither are the main contact 

languages which influenced MH, Slavic and Germanic, classified as verb-framed, but 

as satellite-framed (Talmy 1991). Accordingly, the only way MH could have acquired 

a characteristic of verb-framed languages is to have inherited it from BH.  

 

8.2.   MH inherits the BH classification of locative verbs   

We have classified BH verbs into A verbs, A/B verbs, and B verbs. But we have 

already mentioned that these classes cluster into two larger classes: 

A/(B) verbs    

Verbs which on principle allow the alignment of their arguments in Frame A, either 

non-alternating, or alternating with Frame B.  

B verbs 

Verbs which allow the alignment of their arguments in Frame B only.   

The clustering is based on several factors. A/(B) verbs describe events where the 

result state is achieved along a path of directed change. On the other hand, B verbs 

describe (the onset of) a mereological relation between the Location and Locatum.  
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Second, A/(B) verbs, since they lexicalize a path, may be ambiguous between putting 

and removal verbs, i.e. allow both the result state of the Locatum missing from the 

Source and the result state of the Locatum being at the Goal. We discussed this 

ambiguity of path verbs in section 3.2.1. above, and we even found it in Locatum-

incorporated verbs, as shown in examples (66) – (68) in section 6.2. Recall that 

Locatum incorporated verbs have the syntax of alternating verbs. On the other hand, 

B verbs do not lexicalize a path, and therefore the result state is determined by the 

verb and cannot vary between being away from the Source or together with the Goal. 

Historically, we would not expect verbs to cross from one cluster to another in the 

course of linguistic evolution. Indeed, looking at MH, we find that the separation 

between the two clusters is preserved. We can actually test one direction only: BH 

A/(B) verbs have not become B verbs in MH. We cannot test the opposite direction, 

since among the B verbs found in the Hebrew Bible, there might have been verbs 

which actually alternated in BH, unbeknownst to us.
38

  

The direction we can test accords fully with our prediction. Considering BH A/(B) 

verbs, we see that many alternations are preserved in MH. The following verbs and 

many others alternate in MH, we refer the reader to Sadka 1974, Halevy 2009, Segal 

and Landau 2012, and Dubnov and Doron 2014 for MH examples illustrating their 

alternation: מילא fill, משח grease, זרע sow, שטף rinse in/out, )רוקן )הריק empty, פרק 

unload, ניקה clean, ריפא cure, פינה clear, רחץ wash, בזז loot, מנע prevent, הפשיט strip, 

etc. Crucially, when the alternation is lost, it is always Frame A which is 

preserved:  שם put, הסיר remove, היזה sprinkle, ירה shoot, אסף gather, חסך spare, גזל 

rob, מחה wipe.
39

 These findings, first, support the separation of locative verbs into the 

two clusters: A/(B) vs. B, and second, support the view that the syntactic system 

underlying the locative alternation has been inherited into MH from BH. 

We conclude that both differences between BH and MH discussed in this section 

actually lend support to the development of the latter from the former, contradicting 

the view of Wexler 1990 and others that the syntax of MH is a calque of the syntax of 

its Slavic and Germanic contact languages.  

 

 

                                                 
38

 Thus, the following verbs may seem to be a counterexample to the claim that A/(B) verbs cannot 

evolve from B verbs, since they alternate in MH while their counterparts are B verbs in the Bible: חגר 

put on belt, מירק polish, זיקק purify, ריסס spray. Yet this is actually not counter-examples, since the 

verbs are rare in the Bible, and might have alternated in BH too.  

39
 Dubnov and Doron 2014 mention ל  dislodge as a single potential counterexample to this נ ש 

generalization, since it is an A verb in BH (which might have alternated, cf. fn. 34), but is commonly 

used in MH in Frame B, and is usually translated as dispossess. Yet we have found attested MH Frame 

A examples, which indicate that the verb alternates in MH: 

(i)   להושיט יד של אחווה במאבק המר נגד הניסיון המרושע לנשל את האדמה מתחת לרגליהם 
 Extend a hand of solidarity in the bitter struggle against the wicked attempt to dispossess the 

 land from under their feet. (Sami Michael, Haaretz 3.12.2013, Galeria page 9) 

(ii)        גם להעמיס עליהן את  ,שלהן לנשל את הזכויות אז אי אפשר גם ,אנחנו מדברים על זה שיש מחסור באחיות
 העבודה

 We speak about shortage of nurses, so it is not possible both to dispossess their rights and to 

 load the work on them... (Knesset committee stenogramm1.7.2009) 

(iii) רוצים לנשל מהם וגם אותו מקום אחד בארץ הצליחו האתיופים לנכס לעצמם  

   One place in the country the Ethiopians have manage to appropriate for themselves, and even 

 this people want to disposses from them. (talkback on YNet 22.11.09) 
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9.  Conclusion 

The paper described the two alternative alignments, Frame A and Frame B, of the 

arguments of locative verbs. Locative verbs were divided into verbs which specify 

change along a path (these on principle always allow Frame A alignment, but may 

alternate with Frame B), and B verbs which describe mereological relations. Among 

verbs which specify change along a path, A verbs denote motion of the Locatum, 

whereas A/B verbs describe the bringing about a result state equally involving the 

Locatum and the Location. 

We started with the observation that Hebrew alternating locative verbs allow identical 

prepositions in the two Frames A and B, irrespective of the semantic role of the 

prepositional phrase as Locatum or Location. We called this property the Locative 

Alternation Preposition Identity. The preposition in both frames is b- 'in contact with' 

for verbs of putting and min 'separate from' for verbs of removal. Preposition identity 

was accounted for on the basis of the classification of Biblical Hebrew as verb-framed 

in Talmy's typology. Languages which are verb-framed lexicalize directed change 

within the verb. In particular, A/B verbs encode directed change into a result state 

affecting both the Locatum and the Location, so that each may be assigned the 

grammatical function of direct object. The result of the change, lexicalized by a 

stative preposition, equally holds of the Locatum and the Location, and consists of the 

symmetric state of the two arguments being in contact/ separate. In a verb-framed 

language, then, alternating verbs are verbs which subcategorize for a symmetric 

preposition for the expression of the result state. The Locatum and the Location are 

arguments of the preposition. 

The paper also showed that the Locative Alternation Preposition Identity was 

inherited into the syntax of Modern Hebrew. We discussed two systematic differences 

between the syntax of Modern Hebrew and that of Biblical Hebrew, and concluded 

from their systematicity that the former originates in the latter.   
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