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1 Background: Dresher (1981[BUWPL]: 34)

1.1 There are at least two patterns in the placement of secondary metheg. (It appears reasonable to assume there may be more.)
1.11 This metheg, therefore, does not mark secondary stress. It is reasonable that the metheg is a text-to-trope guide: hence the appropriateness of the term musical metheg or “musical ga`ya” (Yeivin).
1.111 Transcriptions of the poetic chant (Flender 1992) indicate the nature of the text-to-trope mapping [to be determined!].

1.2 Dresher (Brown U working paper 1981) notes a valuable minimal pair in Genesis (p. 34).
There is also some evidence that this retraction is affected by other factors as well. Beside the typical ((((((((((((( “to the woman” Gen 3,4, I found ((((((((((((( Gen 3,16, with stress retracted off an open syllable (containing, moreover, a long vowel). It may be significant that this word occurs verse-initial position, perhaps throwing the first syllable into greater prominence.

1.21 The common underlying prosodic structure of the minimal pair is given in (1).
(1)



  ω




  F



  F



  w

  s

  w

  s

1.211 We observe that in the “typical” case, metheg is assigned to the strong node of the secondary foot. 
1.2111 Moreover, in this first type, metheg appears only on an open syllable with long vowel.
1.212 We observe that in the “atypical” case, metheg is assigned to the weak node of the secondary foot; alternatively, it may be that metheg is assigned to the left edge of the word (cases with an anapest as secondary foot might disambiguate the situation).
1.2121 Moreover, in this second type, metheg appears automatically and indiscriminately, regardless of the nature of the syllable (including shwa! see further Khan
).

1.22 The correct generalization appears to be that the type of placement-pattern is determined by the actual trope (accent), not position per se. 
1.221 In Gen 3:4, the accent is the major disjunctive athnach (D0); whereas in Gen 3:16, the accent is conjunctive munach (C) serving the major disjunctive revia (D2).

2 Dechi as Representative of the Second Type

2.1 Dechi is a minor disjunctive accent in the so-called poetic system; its rank is D2f.

2.2 Where the word has two and only two feet, a metheg is assigned if the secondary foot is branching. No metheg is assigned if the secondary foot is not branching.
2.3 Where the word has three feet (left-recursive), a word-internal munach is assigned to the intermediate foot; and metheg is assigned by rule to the initial foot.

[examples follow for all cases of four or more syllables in a word, including cases involving (1) closed-syllable clitics; (2) those cases where maqqef would naturally be assigned, since nesiga retracts stress to a closed syllable, all things being equal; and (3) the output of dechi-simplification]

s
shwa syllable

X
non-shwa syllable

^
metheg
^^
accent
(X)(sXX^^), 2 feet, 4 syllables, 3 moras: 
initial foot not branching in any way, therefore no metheg
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  μ
(((((((((((

Pr 2:14 (def. art.)

(((((((((((

Pr 30:25 (def. art.)

((((((((((((

Ps 17:2 (2 prep.)

(((((((((((

Ps 49:12
[actually one word!]

(((((((((((

Ps 104:21 (def. art.)

(((((((((((((

Ps 136:23 (complementizer she-)

BUT

((((((((((((

Ps 135:3 [see below shifters]
euphonic/phonetic vs musical!!!
(X)(sXX^^) 

no metheg on such closed-syllable internal-clitics (vs. open-syllable free-clitics)
((((((((((((
Job 3:14

(((((((((((

Job 14:22 [#]

(((((((((((((
Job 17:13

((((((((((((
Job 19:18

(((((((((((((

Pr 3:31 = Pr 24:1

((((((((((((
Pr 13:10

(((((((((((((
Pr 14:20

((((((((((((
Ps 18:47 (internal clitic)

(((((((((((((

Ps 36:12

((((((((((((

Ps 62:8

((((((((((((

Ps 68:16

(((((((((((((
Ps 75:9 [w oleh veyored]
behaves like lo vs hen
((((((((((((
Ps 85:13

((((((((((((
Ps 106:37

((((((((((((

Ps 109:12

(s^X)(sX^^), 4 syllables sufficient if initial foot branching, despite only 2 moras: 

metheg and inversion



  ω


  F

  F


        σ(
        σ
        σ         σ(

        

        μ
   
        μ
(((((((((((

Job 9:35 [*L pathah vs pathah-hatef]

((((((((((((

Job 13:2

((((((((((

Job 20:7 [L complex shwa] evidence for bisyllabic segholates?
(((((((((((

Pr 4:12

(((((((((((

Pr 6:22

((((((((((((

Pr 19:27 (clash) [*L pathah vs pathah-hatef ((((((((((((]

(((((((((((

Pr 27:27

(((((((((((

Ps 2:3

((((((((((((

Ps 69:25 N.B. euphonic degemination [no complex-shwa in L!]

((((((((((

Ps 109:27

BUT lacking metheg
* ((((((((((

Ps 107:22 A = L *Urtext
(s^X)(XX^^), 4 syllables, 3 moras: metheg and inversion




  ω



  F

  F


        σ(
        σ
        σ         σ(

        

        μ
        μ
        μ

(((((((((((

Job 5:24 = 5:25 (consec.)

(((((((((((((

Job 17:6

((((((((((

Job 11:18 (consec.)

(((((((((((

Job 11:19 (consec.)

(((((((((((

Job 22:13 (consec.)

((((((((((((((((
Job 22:28

(((((((((((

Job 28:12 = 28:20 [virtual gemination with def. art.]

(((((((((((((
Job 36:13

(((((((((((((
Job 38:12 [L with pathah vs complex shwa]

((((((((((((((
Job 39:10

(((((((((((((

Job 39:11

((((((((((((((

Job 39:20 [L with pathah vs complex shwa]

((((((((((

Job 39:25

((((((((((((

Job 41:10

((((((((((((

Job 41:14

((((((((((

Pr 14:32

(((((((((((((
Pr 15:3

((((((((((((((((
Pr 17:9

((((((((((((((
Pr 19:26

(((((((((((((
Pr 20:16

((((((((((((((

Pr 26:18

(((((((((((

Ps 54:5

((((((((((((

Ps 68:27

((((((((((((

Ps 81:3

(((((((((((((

Ps 99:5 = 99:9 
N.B. anaptyxis

(((((((((((

Ps 109:2

((((((((((((

Ps 109:21

(((((((((((((((
Ps 110:3

((((((((((((

Ps 115:4

(((((((((((((

Ps 119:91

(((((((((((((

Ps 119:96

((((((((((((

Ps 119:175

((((((((((((

Ps 120:7

(((((((((((((

Ps 143:12 (consec.)  N.B. anaptyxis

* ((((((((((((((((
Job 8:11 [sic A & L] ((((((((((((((((
* (((((((((((((

Ps 56:14 [sic A & L] (((((((((((((
BUT

N.B. ((((((  ((((((
Ps 81:9  

again with the pathah/ayin in closed syllable: appears to be a universal exception to the dechi-simplification rule:
but Ps 105:20 ((((((  ((((((  [long pathah with guttural] ~ Ps 105:41 (((((( ((((
AND Ps 105:28 (((((((  ((((((  [long pathah with guttural, and metheg-ultima] sic L both
(X^X)(sX^^), 4 syllables, 3 moras



  ω



  F

  F


        σ(
        σ
        σ         σ(

        
        μ
        μ    
        μ

((((((((((((((

Job 16:8

((((((((((((

Ps 78:35

((((((((((((

*Ps 78:57 [incorrect! preceding munach!] A=L

((((((((((((

Ps 94:20

(((((((((((

Ps 105:3
at relevant level: CVC.CVC.CV.CVV
((((((((((((

Ps 106:24

((((((((((((

Ps 107:32

[anaptyxis CVC.CVC.CV.CV]

~ ((((((((((((
Ps 81:11 definitely closed syllable, not vocal shwa 

(X^X)(sX^) clitics quite exceptionally stressed 

(cf. Dresher’s Gen 3:16 with stressed clitic)
(((((((((((((

Job 10:7
(((((((((((((
Ps 19:12

(((((((((((((((

Ps 27:12

(((((((((((((
Ps 83:4

(s^O)(sX^^), 4 syllables, 3 moras: metheg and inversion, even with superheavy!
(rule of four trumps A’s rule of three!)



  ω



  F

  F


        σ(
        σ
        σ         σ(

        
 
  μ
  μ    
        μ

((((((((((((

Job 15:24 (/CVC.CV/superheavy or virtual doubling?)

(((((((((((

Pr 1:27

((((((((((

Pr 1:31 (stress-shifter)

((((((((((

Pr 8:36

((((((((((

Pr 9:14

((((((((((

Ps 37:38

(((((((((((

Ps 38:20

(((((((((((

Ps 64:6

((((((((((((

Ps 78:4

(((((((((((

Ps 132:16

BUT
* ((((((((((

Ps 68:8 *L = *Urtext > *A ((((((((((( [should be (((((((((((]

(O^)(sXX^^), 4 syllables, 4 moras
initial foot branching at level of mora!
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  ω

  F


  
  F
        F
        σ(

        

  σ(
  σ          σ    μ


  
        μ          μ    
  μ
((((((((((((((
Job 14:11

((((((((((((

Ps 78:63
[(((((((((((

Ps 16:6 retains metheg regardless of preceding munach!?]

(X^X)(XX^^), 4 syllables, 4 moras, still only two feet: metheg and inversion

full house

  ω


  F

  F


        σ(
        σ
        σ         σ(

        
        μ
        μ
        μ 
        μ
((((((((((((

Job 13:12

((((((((((((((

Job 28:3

((((((((((((

Job 28:9 (def. art., virtual gemination)

((((((((((((((
Job 37:20 (clitic ha-)

(((((((((((((
Job 40:29 (clitic ha-)

(((((((((((((((
Pr 4:23

(((((((((((((((
Pr 16:2 = 21:2

((((((((((((((((
Pr 22:22

(((((((((((((((

Pr 27:1

(((((((((((((

Ps 10:8 (def. art.)

((((((((((((((
Ps 47:2

[parallels Elan’s Genesis case w def. art.]

((((((((((((

Ps 68:30 [*A! ((((((((((((]

(((((((((((((((
Ps 71:9

((((((((((((

Ps 77:8 (clitic ha-)

(((((((((((((

Ps 78:55 (consec.)

(((((((((((((((
Ps 81:17 (consec.)  N.B. anaptyxis: giving lie to extra syllable
((((((((((((

Ps 105:37 (consec.)

((((((((((((

Ps 106:8 (consec.) = Ps 106:10

(((((((((((((
Ps 107:7 (consec.)

((((((((((((((
Ps 118:5

((((((((((((((
Ps 119:24
[N.B. cf. gal Ps 119:22]

(((((((((((((((
Ps 119:48

(X^X)(C[e]X^)

(((((((((()(((
Ps 37:34

N.B. crucially vs (XX^^X)  (X^^)

(((((((((  (((

Ps 71:8

(s^X)(sXX^^), 5 syllables, 3 moras: initial foot binary 

((((((((((((((((((
Ps 41:9
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  F

        σ(         σ
        F         σ(

        

        μ
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  μ
?
(s^O)—(X)(sX^^) 5 syllables, 3 moras, 3 feet? maybe 2 feet?!

((((((((((((((
Ps 116:16

(X^)(sX)(sX^^), 5 syllables, 3 moras, 3 feet, 
beware clitic: CLITIC PROMOTED!
at least metheg (on preposition), not suitable candidate for word-internal munach

assumption: vowel lengthened under word stress [’i:m] ?!
(prediction: would receive conjunctive in prose(?!))

(((((((((((((((
Job 16:6



(X^)  [(sX)(sX)]
((((((((((((((((
Ps 45:5




(X^)  [(sX)(sX)]
(((((((((((((

Ps 73:16 N.B. waw-consecutive
(X^)  [(sX)(sX)]  ?!

(((((((((((((((
Ps 81:13 N.B. waw-consecutive
(X^)  [(sX)(sX)]  ?!
(((((((((((((((
Ps 105:13 N.B. waw-consecutive
MISTAKE A!!!!
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        F


        ω



        σ(

        F

        F


        μ
  
  σ
  σ
  σ
  σ(

        


  μ

  μ
(C^—C)(sXX) 5 syllables, 4 moras, 3 feet?

(((((((((((((((((
Ps 84:4

[follows oleh]

BUT
(C^^)   (C)—(sXX) 5 syllables, 4 moras, 3 feet?
STACKED CLITICS

((((  ((((((((((((
Ps 62:2

[cf. (((((((( (((((
Ps 62:3]

((((  (((-(((((((
Ps 150:6
[#, before revia sans mugrash]

INTERNAL MUNACH

(X)(O^^)(sX^^), 4 syllables, 4 moras, 
3 feet = recursive (made explicit in diagram) 
munach with superheavy

(N.B. initial foot not branching, no extra metheg)
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  ω

  F


  F

  F    σ
        σ(

              σ

  σ(
        μ(


  μ
        μ
        μ
(((((((((((

Job 6:18 (shifter)
[#]
own word!

(((((((((((((
Job 32:13 (shifter)
[#]

(((((((((((

Pr 2:13


[#]

((((((((((((

Ps 94:7
 (shifter)
[#]

(((((((((((((

Ps 98:6


[#]
N.B. no anaptyxis marked in A!

(((((((((((

Ps 119:98 only L!
[#]
*A ((((((((((( min as lo clitic?

(((((((((((

Ps 137:7

[after oleh]

(O^^)(O)(sX) clitic-status matters! she- like mah- under promotion?
((((((((((( 

Ps 135:2  and L with metheg on o in addition! see next!

?
nature of vowel and shwa?
THOUGHT: MUNACH FAILS, FALL BACK ON 4?

NO (((((((((

Ps 44:4
 [A extra metheg]

[munach]

NO (((((((((( (Q)
Ps 77:20 [L with extra metheg (((((((((((]  [revia]

NO   [(((((((()(((
Ps 42:7] number of syllables? [revia]

BUT!
(s^X)(O)(sX), 5 syllables, 4 moras, 3 feet = recursive: 

necessarily munach on suitable syllable (open superheavy)

(((((((((((((

Ps 24:7

[follows revia] tendency to demote munach?

((((((((((()(((
Ps 80:18
[#] clitic status like lo, *U

[((((  ((((((((((((
NOT L!!! Ps 48:11]

(sX)(O^^)(sX), 5 syllables, 4 moras, 3 feet = recursive: 

necessarily munach on suitable syllable (open superheavy)

(((((((((((((

Pr 2:12 = 2:16
[#]

(((((((((((((

Ps 109:7
[#]




  ω



  ω

  F


  F

  F    σ
        σ(

        σ
        σ

  σ(
        μ


        μ
        μ
        μ

(XX)(O^^)(sX), 5 syllables, 5 moras, 3 feet = recursive: 

necessarily munach on suitable syllable (open superheavy)

[oleh] 
((((((((((((((

Pr 25:7 [sic L and probably *L; no metheg on A ~ Urtext]

[#] 
(((((((((((((((
Ps 76:7
[#]
((((((((((((((
Ps 106:28
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  ω

  F


  F

  F    σ
        σ(

        σ
        σ

  σ(
        μ


        μ
        μ
        μ
        μ




(s^XX)(O^^)(sX), 6 syllables, 3 feet = recursive: 

munach with superheavy, and metheg with inversion too
(((((((((((((((((
Job 22:4 (shifter)

((((((((((((((((
Job 39:26 (shifter)
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  μ
CONJECTURE:

munach here also obeying a THIRD TYPE of rule of simply counting back three syllables?
N.B. Dresher’s Gen 3:16 (prose munach) consistent with this conjecture

� On phonetic realization of such an oddity, review paper, “The pronunciation of šəwa with ga`ya in the Tiberian tradition of Biblical Hebrew.” [bibliographical details?]
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