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Sthly, After all, YoUpRUAT L and QureyTa
are the fame in Yofepbus as in the Greek
epigram in Eufebius !, and they the fame
with ¢y the human and articulate voice,
which, as Capellus ™ obferves, confifts not of
vowels only, butof confonants alfo; and both
in the one as in the other, the tetragram-
maton, or the name of four letters, Febovad
is thought to be meant ; or of f{even letters,
four confonants and three vowel-points ;
hence Scaliger® fays, ¢ there is no necefiity
“ by ¢@umerre to underfland vowels, in
¢ the above Greek epigram, fince Fofephus
« exprefly calls the four letters of the te-
¢ tragramimatonguwevra, whenceit appears
<« that any letters may be f{o called;” and
Fofepbus's view in the obfervation he makes
was not to tell us what fort of letters they
were that were upon the mitre of the
high prieft, whether vowels or confonants;
but that it was the tetragrammaton or
name of four letters, that was written upon
it, ufing the language of his own nation,
and which coatinues in ufe to this day;
wherefore both Selden ° and Braunius ® ren-
der the paflage in Fofepbus thus, ¢ about
£c iﬁ

I Prepar. Evangel. 1. xi. c. 6. ® QOrat. de Nom. Te-
tragram. p. 172. 2 In Fragm. ad Calcem lib. de Emen-

dat. Temp. p. 34- o Pe succel. inFontf Ebr. 1. 2. ¢ 7,
? De Veftitu Sacerd. Heb. 1. 2. c. 22, £18.p. 811
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«¢ it (the mitre) was another golden crown
‘ bearing facred letters, that is, the name
‘ tetragrammaton.”  Philo calls them
the four engravings of the name, and the
engravings of the four letters, and this,
fays he, divines call tetragrammaton 4.
Moreover, though Fo/epbus does not make
exprefs mention of the Maforah in his
writings, yet Arias Montanus ? thinks, he
never could have fo confidently faid what
he faid without the help of it; as when
he fays*, in fuch a fpace of time that was
paft, meaning from Mo/fes, ¢ no man dared
“ to add, nor to take away, nor to
¢« change any thing in the fcriptures, chufing
s« rather to die;” and the fame fays Phil
the few *, who lived in the fame age, and
a little before him, that the Fews in the
fpace of more than 2000 years, “ never
<« moved out of its place one word of what
« was written by Mo/es, rather willing to
« die a thoufand times than go contrary to
‘¢ the laws and cuftoms;” and that there
was a Maforab before their times is ac-
knowledged by fome who have been op-

pofers

+ De vita Mofis, 1. 3. p. 670, 673. ¢ De Varia Heb.
Lib. Script. & Le&. ¥ Contr. Apion 1, 1.¢c. 8. ¢ A-
pud. Eufcb. Evangel. prepar. 1. 8. ¢, 6. p. 357.
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pofers of the points, as before obferved.
The filence of Phis and fofepbus about
the points, is only a proof that they were
not a matter of controverfy, but no proof
of their not being in ufe.

A.D. 31.

Tuat the points were in ufe in the
times of Chrift may be concluded from
Mat. v. 18. till heaven and earth pafs away
one fot (or one Yud, as the Syriac verfion)
or one tittle (or one Chirek, as Elias Hutter
in his Hebrew verfion) fball in no wife pafs
Jrom the law till all be fulfilled ; and {o as
the leaft letter in the Hebrew alphabet Yod
is referred to, the leaft of the points in ufe,
Chirek, is alfo; between which and the
‘Greek word xspasz, ufed by the Evangelift,
is great nearnefs of found, and feems to.
be no other than that point made Greek.
So Dr. Lightfoot ° obferves that our Saviour
in his words of one Iofa, and one Keraia,
not perifhing from the law, feems to al-
lude to the leaft of the letters, fod, and to
the leaft vowel and accent. The argument
from hence cannot well be put more

ftrongly

S Works, vol. 1. p. 1014,
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ftrongly than it is by Dr. fobn Prideaux*,
who yet was an oppofer of the points;
“« if the points, fays he, were not at this
time, why does the Saviour make men-
tion of them? if they were the fame
with the confonants or only cornicular
eminencies of them, why are they rec-
¢ koned here as diftin¢t things?” and to
which he makes a very feeble anfwer, and
indeed the argument feems unanfwerable :

nor can the pricks on certain letters called
3N, be defigned, though very ancient,

being mentioned in the Talmud®, and the
fame letters on which they are put, and on
them onlyand not on all ; and as Broughton®
obferves, ¢ thefe, and likewife accents, are
« no part of the word, therefore vowel-
¢ pricks (or points) muft be meant ;” and it
may be concluded with Pifcator on the place,
that Chrift < {o calls, 1. e. tittles, what now
¢ go by the name of points, which in He-
“ frew writing are varioufly put to letters,
¢ both to fignify the proper found of fome
« of them, and the vowel-founds, and alfo
« theaccentsand parts of a fentence; hence
¢« it appears that the holy Bible in the

time
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P Viginti dux Le&iones, Le®. 12. p. 182. : T, Bab.
Menachot, fol. zg, 2. b Works, p. 204,
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¢ time of Chrift was pointed, and that
‘ that punctuation was approved of by
“ him ;” {o Pafor in his Lexicon fays, < by
tittle here is meant a point; wherefore
the vowel-points were in the time of
Chryff; and not, as fome pretend, a new
invention.” The words of Chrift exprefled
on the crofs, E/%; E/, &c. and the names
of perfons in the genealogies of the Evan-
gelifts, and in Heb. xi. and in other places
of the New Teftament, feem to confirm
the miodern punctuation. The Dage/b
forte appears, and is preferved in many
words 1n thofe times, as in Immanuel,
Mat. 1. 23. Matthew, Lebbeeus, Thaddeus;
Mart. x. 3. Hofanna, Matt. xxi. 9. Epb-
phatba, Muark vii. 34~ Anna, Luke ii. 36.
Matthat, Matthathias, Luke iii. 24, 2.
Matthias; Altsi. 23. Abaddon, Rev. ix. 11.
Armageddon, Rev.xvi: 16. Sabbaton, Matt.
xil. 5. Lamma, Mark xv. 34. withothers,and
the Dagefb lene in Capernaum, Sarepta, and
others ; and even the ufe of the Pathach
Genubah appears in the pronunciation of
Meffias and Siloam as well as the other
points, fobnm 1. 41, and ix. 7, I1.

Q_ A
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A. j30. Ante Chriftum.

AsouT this time lived two famous
do&ors among the Fews, Hillell and Sham-
mai, heads of two {chools and of two fes,
fo different, that it is faid © the law wasas
two laws, and a faft was appointed on ac-
count of the divifion between them ¢ ; the
former was followed by the Rabbanite
fews, and the latter by the Karaite Fews:
and it may be obferved, that ‘fo/epbus*
calls Pollio, the fame with Hi/le//, a Pha-
rifee, but not Sammeas or Shammai, he
mentions with him; through whom the
Karaites derive the genealogy and fuccef-
fion of their do&ors, and from whom they
fay they received the doctrine and copy of
the law f; which Sbammai had from She-
maiab, and he from Fudabh ben Tabbai, in
whofe days the feparation was made, 120
years before Chriff, as will be feen here-
after. Now the Karaites with one confent
declare, that the copy of the law & they had,
had the points and accents, and that fuch

copies
¢ 'T. Bab. Sanhedrin, fol. 88, 2. 4 Schulchan A-
ruch, par. 1. ¢c. g80.  © Antiqu. L. 15.¢ 1. £ 1,

f Dod Mordecai, five Comment. de Karzis, c. 9. p.
g7. Edit. a Wolfio. 8 Ibid, c. 12. p. 150,
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copies they always had and ufed ; as the
Hillellian copy 1s alfo a pointed one. I have
obferved under A. D. 340. that fome
learned men take that copy to be this Hi/-
lell's, and I am pretty much inciined to
the fame opinion ; for, as Shamma: had a
copy for him and his party, fo Hi//el// had,
no doubt, one for him and his; and as the
Karaites boaft of their copy, and of the
antiquity of it, fo the Rabbanites boalt of
Hillell’s copy ; which muft be the copy
of fome eminent perfon of that name, by
which all copies were corrected ; and who
fo eminent as this Hille//? It is indeed
moft generally afcribed to a Hillel/, who
lived in the fourth century, not {o famous
as this; and as for the copy which R.
Zacurh faw, and which had been written
goo years before he faw it, which, from
1500, in which he lived, carries it up to
the year 600, it falls thort of that Hillell,
and ftill more of this. I fuppofe, there-
fore, that that was a copy taken from the
original copy of the elder Hille//, and be-
ing the only one remaining, was valued,
and made ufe of for correting all other
copies; fo that if this was the cafe, there
were two pointed Bibles as early as the

Q.2 date
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date given. Hillel// began his government
as the head of an academy, 100 years be-
fore the deftruction of the temple, about
the beginning of the reign of Herod®, with
which Yofephus * agrees, who calls him
Pollio, as before obferved.

A. go. Ante Chriftum.

ABouT this timelived R. Nechuniah Ben
Kanab, as the Fewifb chronologers ¢ gene-
rally place him. I fufpe& him to be the
fame whom Grotius * calls R. Nebumias,
who, according to him, was fifty years
before Chrift, and who then openly de-
clared, that the time of the Meffiab figni-
fied by Daniel, would not be prolonged
beyond thofe fifty years. To this Rabé:
the book of Bakir is generally afcribed by
the fews : Could the authenticity and an-
tiquity of it be eftablifhed, it would fur-
nifh out a very early proof of the points ;
for R. Bechai*, a celebrated writer with
the Fews, has a quotation out of it to this

pur-

» 7T, Bab. Sabbat, fol. 15, 1. Juchafin, fol. 19, 2. Ganz
Tzemach David, par. 1. fol. 24, 2. ! Antiqu. L 15.
c. 1. f. 1. & c. 10. 1. 4. & Jofipp. Heb.1. 53¢ 13. 9 Ju-
chafin, fol. 20, 1. Ganz Tzemach David, par. 1. fol. 24,
2. * De Ver. Relig, Chsift. 1. 5. £, 14, ~ *Apud Bux-
orf. Tiberiad. ¢. 9.
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purpofe, ¢ Letters are like to the body,
“ and points to the foul, for the points
« move the letters as the foul moves
“ the body, as our R. R. expound in
¢ the book of Bakir ;” but fecing fuch
antiquity of this book is doubtful as af-
cribed to it, I lay no ftrefs upon it; though
Buxtorf* {ays, it is the moft ancient of all
the Rabbinical books, and if fo, it muft
be as ancient as it is faid to be; fince Fo-
nathan Ben Uzzie/l, who wrote on the

prophets, was cotemporary with the fup-
pofed author of it.

A. 120. Ante Chriftum.

In the times of Fobn Hyrcanus, and Ale-
xander Fanneus his fon, {prung up the fect
of the Karaites® in oppofition to the Pha-
rifees, who had introduced traditions, and
fet up the oral law, which thefe men re-
je@ed. In the times of the faid princes
lived Simeon Ben Shetach, and Fudab Ben
Tabbai, who flourithed A. M. 3621. thefe
two feparated, the latter from the former,
becaufe he could not embrace his inven-

Q.3 tions

t Bibliothec. Rab. p. 319. fo Groddeck de Script. Rabbin.

{.74.p. 26.  Cofri, par. 3. {. 65. Maimon. in Pirke
Abot, ¢. 1. {, 3. Juchafin, fol, 51. 1.



[ 230 ]
tions which he formed out of his own
brain; and from him the Karaites {prung,
who were firft called the fociety or congre=
gation of Yfudab Ben Tabbai*, which was
afterwards changed into the name of Kaz-
zaites : for that they had their rife from
Anan and Saul, who lived in the eighth
century after Chrift, and fo after the Ta/-
mud was finithed, as fay Morinus ! and o-
thers, is very falfe ; for mention is made of
them in the Mijfuah ™ compiled in the 2d
century ; they were only the reftorers not
the authors of Karazfin, which muft be
near as early as Pbarifaifin ; and that, ac-
cording to Fofepbus®, was as early as the
times of Fonmathan the Maccabee. Now
thefe men, the Karaites, adhered to the
fcriptures only, whence they had their
name, which f{ignifies Seripzurarians, the
fame, as fome think, with the Scrides,
veaupateas, letter-men, and thefe the fame
with the lawyers in the New Teftament,
who kept to the letter of the fcriptures,
Matt. xxiii. 13. compared with Luke ii.

52,

¥ Dod Mordecai, c. 2. p. 12, 13, 14. I De Sincer.
Heb. Text. 1. 2. Exercit. 7. ¢. 1. f. 6. m Megillah c. 2.
fol. 24, 2. Amftelod. Ed. vid. Flouting. in Mifn. Rofhhatha-
nah, ¢. 2. {. 1. & Trigland. de Seét. Karxorum, p. 20,
1. - ® Antig- L 13.¢. 5. £ 9.
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32. and Mazt. xxii. 35. with Mark xii. 28.
but the Scribes and Pharifees are not only
put together, but as agreeing with each o-
ther, and fo they might in fome things a-
gree againft the Sadducees, who denied the
refurreétion, See Afs, xxiii. 9. and might
differ in other things; but what makes
moft againft the Scribes being ths fame
with the Karaites, is their joining with
the Pharifees in the point of traditions,
Mat. xv. 1. 2. Mark vii. 1—5. and on the
other hand what feems moft to favour the
notion that the Scribes and Lawyers dif-
fered from the other feés, is the text in
Luke xi. 45. and certain it is, that Chrift
daes {peak more favourably of the Scribes
than of others, Mazz. xiil. g2. and =xvii.
19, 11. Mark xii. 28, 34. and he is fome-
times compared with them, though with
fome diffeience, Murt. vii. 29 ; and Oradro,
a Few, of the laft century, {aid ° our Fe-
Jus was a Karaste, and a Rabbinical Few,
out of ill-will to the Karastes, feigned a
letter * from them to the other Yews, affert-
ing that Yefus of Nazarerh agreed with
them, and exhorted his followers to re-

Q_4 ceive

© Apud Trigland. ut fupra, c. 6. p. 66.  * Apud Hul-
dric, Not. ad Toldos Jefchu, p. 82, 83.



[ 232 ]

ceive their rites, and not thofe of the Rab-
danites ; and that their anceftors had na
hand in his death, and that they were the
Rabbanites that {flew him, and were only
an{werable for it; but it is evident that
the Scribes were concerned in the death of
Chrift, Matt. xvi. 21. and xx. 18. xxvi. 3.
xxvil. 42. though after all, it may be rea-
fonably thought that the Karaites, fome of
them, were among the Scribes, of which
{cribes there were fome in every fect, and
included in them 9 for as there were Scribes
on the fide of the Pharifees, 4&s xxiii. 9-
fo mention is made in Fewsb writings,
of the Scribes of the Sadducees®, and of
the Samaritans. Now the fentiments of
thefe men, the Kuaraites, were from the
beginning of them, conftant and uniform
they made the fcripture their only rule,
would not admit of any innovation in it,
nor addition to it, nor that the inventions
and traditions of men fhould be made
equal to it, and much lefs fet up above it.
The teftimony therefore of fuch men for
the points, muft be very confiderable.
Bux-~

9 Vid. Drufium de Se. Jud. 1. 2. c. 13. Alting. Shilo,

I. 4. c. 8. Trigland. ut fupra, ¢. 6 * G. Urfin. Antiqu,
Heb. Academ. c. g. p. 227,
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Buxtorf”, the younger, indeed, does fay

of the Karaites, that they rejeed punctua
tion as a f{pecies of the oral law, and of
tradition; greatly miftaking the author of
the book of Cof#4, who from the Karaites
admitting the points, urges their admiffion
of traditicn ; fince he, and other Fews,
thought punétuation, from the times of
Idofes to Ezra, was delivered by tradition,
and therefore, fays he %, ¢if fo it is, both
we and the Karaizes, are bound to admit
tradition ;” towhich king Chofroes is made to
anfwer, {o the Karaites indeed will fay (i. e.
with refpect to the neceflity of the tradition
of the points and accents to read the book of
the law) ; but when they have found or
got a perfect law (a copy with points and
accents) they will deny that they have any
further ufe of tradition, i. e. for the ex-
planation of it.” Now though this writer
may go too far in afcribing traditions to the
Karaites, though they did allow it in fome
fenfe; yet 1t 1s plain he took it for granted,
that they were for ufing, and did make
ufe of pointed copies of the law; and fo
Morinus * himfelf underftood it, and owns
it ;
¥ De Pun&. Antiqu. par. 1. p. 300. * Cofri, par. 3.

f 33, 34. * Epift. Buxtorf, ep. 70. in Antiqu. Ec-
clel. Orient. p. 362,
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it ; but this is ftill more clear and manifeft
from their own writings : in a book ¥ of
theirs, in great repute with them, it is ob-
ferved, that the patrons of tradition ex-
plain boughs of thick trees, ufed in the feaft
of tabernacles, Lev. xxiii. 40. of a tree
whofe leaves are treble, according to Exod.
Xxvill. 14. but, fays the Karaite writer,
this is contrary to the nature of the lan-
guage, for this y (in pay) is with a Ke-
metz, but that is with a Sheve ; fo in an-
other work * they fay, the Rabbanites af-
firm, that what is written in the law
needs explanation by tradition, but we
don’t believe fo ; but that what is written,
its explanation goes along with it, meaning
in the vowel-points ; and a little after fome
pointed words are ufed. The Karaites
own, that their copies of the Bible agree
with thofe of the Radbins, becanfe the
difpofition and order of the books of fcrip-
ture were made by Ezrg, who lived be-
fore the {chifim; and as to the various
readings of Ben Afber and Ben Naphtals,
many of which are about the points and

ac-
* Addareth Eliahu apud Trigland. de Se&. Kar. p. 32,

* R. Caleb, Afarah Maamarot, MS. apud Trigland. Ib. p.
117,
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accents, they rather agree with the latter;
but it greatly difpleafes them that in fome
places the points are changed and others
put in their room for modefty-fake?, as in
1 Sam. v, 6. g. 12. and vi. 4. 2 Kings vi.
25. by which it appears they are very te-
nacious of the points, and are not for al-
tering them on any account ; which they
would never be fticklers for, could they be
thought by them to be the invention of the
Rabbins,and additions to thefcriptures made
by them. Mordecai, the famous Karaite in
1699, and his affociates, are unanimous for
the antiquity and coevity of the points with
the letters; his words in anfwer to fome
quettions fenthim by Triglandius are thefe*,
¢ all our wife men with one mouth affirm
¢ and profefs, that the whole law was
“ pointed and accented, as it came out of
¢ the hands of Myfes the man of God:”
how falfe then is it what Morinus 4 fays,
that ¢ all the Fews, the Karaitesalfo, tho’
« enemies of the traditions, and the Kaba/z,
‘¢ believe, as a moft certain tradition, that
“ the book of the law which Moses deli-

¢ vered

¢ Chillouk MS. apud Trigland. Ib. p. 189, 190.
* Dod Mordecai, ¢. 12. p. 150—157. + Epift. Bux.
sorfio in Antiqu. Ecclef. Orient. Ep. 70. p. 394.
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vered to the Ifraelites, was without points
and acents;” but F. Simon * is againft

him, and affirms, that the Karaites readily
receive the Bible with the vowel-points, ac=
cents, and Maforah. The above Karaite
goes on and fays, “ far be it that the in-
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vention of points and accents was made
after the finithing of the Ta/mud, for
this is largely to be confuted; for the
divifion of the Rabbans and Karaites
was long before the finithing of the
Talmud, as has been proved; and if
there were no points nor accents in
the time of the divifion, but were found
out only after the finithing of the Ta/-
mud, then there would be different co-
pies of the law and of the prophets in
our hands; that is, copies in the hands
of the Karaites, pointed different from
the pointing of the copies in the hand
of the Rabbans; for in the places where
the Rabbans have contradicted the vowels
and the accents, and fay, don’t 7read f,
and fo, they would not have faid, don’t
read, but abfolutely they would have
pointed according to their will and
and fenfe ;” of which he gives inftances

in
# Difquifit. Critic, c. 4. p. 25. & ¢, 12. P. 93, 9.
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in which they might have fo done ; and
obferves, that many of the Rabbans af-
fert, that the points and accents were
equally as ancient as the letters; as R. 4-
zariab in Meor Enayim, and R. Samuel Ar-
kevolti in Arugat Habbofbem: and he goes
on and fays, that ‘ the copy of the fcrip-~
« tures which we have is the fame that
sc the Rabbans have; in this there isno di-
« vifion, no difference between us; for
¢« the difpofition or order of the fcriptures
“ was from the men of the great fyna-
“ gogue, thofe good figs, on whom be
¢¢ peace, at which time there was no dif-
« {enfion between them ; wherefore with
¢« ys there is nothing full and deficient,
«¢ peither firft and laft, no Kerz and Che-
¢ #5, but what are in the order of the
¢ fcriptures which is now in the hands of
«¢ the Rabbans; and the moft correct books
¢« are the moft in efteem with us, and we
¢ follow, or depend upon the reading of
« Ben Napbtali:” and it is certain their
Bibles had the fame Maforezic notes and
obfervations in common with the Rab-
banites; fo it is obferved by them *, that

the

* Menachem in Dod Mordecai, c. 10. p. 130. that Me-
nachem was a Karaite, vid. Trigland, de fe®, Karzorum,
C. 11. p.137. 5
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the letter 1Y in twenty places is written at
the end of a word, but not read, which
agrees with the prefent Maforah. R. Aa-
ron, a Karaite, publithed a Hebrew gram-
mar in 1581, in which he never deferts, as
can be obferved, the modern punuation
of the Bible, and confults the Maforab in
words written defectively, or in any other
irregular way, and is full of Maforetic ob-
fervations, fuch as the Rabbanites pro-
duce * ; and a Karaste 4, of the fame name,
who wrote a commentary on the law in
1294, frequently refers to the points, and
makes mention of the names of them, as,
Tzere, Pathach, Sheva, Hataph-camets,
Cholem, Shurek, Dagefb. This fe&, the
Karaites, would never have admitted the
prefent punctuation, if they had not be-
lieved it obtained in the Bible of old, and
came from God himfelf; and as others re-
late©, they ftrongly affirm, that the vowel-
points of the Hebrew Bible are from Mo-
Jes and the prophets. The fenfe of the Ka-
raites about the points is with me an invinci-

ble

* Vid. Wolfii Accefl. ad Notitiam Karzorum, p. 37. &
Biblioth. Heb. p. 119. + Vid. Simon. Difqu. Critic. ¢.
12. p. 95, 6. vid. Maffechet Sopherim, c. 6. f. 4. ¢ Le=
geri Epift, Hottinger. in Thefaur. Philolog. p. 54.
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ble proof of the great antiquity, and againft
the novelty of them; for from the time that
this fe@ rofe up, it was not pofiible for the
Pharifees, Rabbanites, Maforetic, or tra-
ditionary Fews call them by what names
you will, to have introduced fuch an in-
vention as the vowel-points, in any pe-
riod of time whatever, but thefe men
would have objected to them as fuch, and
would never have received them ; itis to
me a demonftration that the vowel-points
were in being before the fIchifm was,
which was about the time before given,
and were univerfally regarded by the Fews
fo early, as of a divine original.

A. 164. Ante Chriftum.

The Keries and Cetibs, of which Elas
{ays ¢ there are 848, are various readings, or
differences of the marginal reading from
the written text, That thefc are of great
antiquity is certain ; fince they are not only
mentioned in the Babylonian Talmud®, but
in the Ferufalem Talmud*, particularly
the various reading of Hazgg. 1. 8. and in

the

¢ Prazfat, 3. ad Maforet. ¢ ‘T'. Bab. Nedarim, fol.
37, 2. Sopherim, ¢. 6.{.5.8. &.c.7.{1, 2, 3 4 &c.
g.% 8. * Maccot, fol. 3z, 1.
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the book of Zobar?; though when thefe
marginal readings were firft made or be-
gan to be made, is not certain: the Fews
fay e, they are a tradition of Mpfes from
mount Sizaz; but that cannot be, fince
his books were not then written, and
much lefs the books of the prophets ;
fome Chriftians indeed are of opinion; as
Broughton, Ainfworh, and Wafinuth, that
both the text and marginal reading are of
divine infpiration ; and it muit be owned,
that in many places they may be both
taken into the fenfe of the paffage, and
much enrich it, and both are taken in by
our tranflators in Prov. xix. 7. and in the
margin of 2 Sam. xxiii. 13. andin other
verfions; but they are by others fuppofed to
be put by Ezra and the men of the {yna-
gogue, on the return from the captivityy
who, upon revifing the books of {cripture,
and feveral copies of it, obferved varicus
readings 5 fo Kimchiy on 1 Kings xvii. 14.
fays, the copies were perplexed or difturbed
1in the captivity ?; they found one copy fo,
and another {o; and fome they did not un=

derftand,
t In Deut. fol. 119, 3. & 226, 3. & T.Bab. Nedar. ut
fupra, Schulchan Aruch. par. ¢. 141. {. 8. b Vid. Ber

Chayim Przfat, ad Bibl. Heb, col, 1.
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ftand, and fome of which they did not
chufe to put into the text, nor to caft away,
and therefore put one within in the text,
and the other without in the margin, to
be ufed at difcretion ; and in his preface to
the former prophets Lie obferves much the
fame: ¢ In the firft captivity the copies
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were loft or removed out of their place,
(were out of order) and the wife men
that knew the law were dead ; and the
men of the great fynagozue, who re-
ftored the law to its former itate, found
variations in the copies, and they went
after the greater number (of copies) ac-
cording to their judgment; and a place
which they conld not clearly underftand,
they wrote the word and did not point
it; or they wrote it without (in the
margin) and did not write it within (in
the text) and fo they wrote in one way
within, and in another way without.”
is faid in the Ferufalem Talmud * « they
found three copies in the court, (not with
Ezra, as Morinus ¥ renders it,) in one
they found it written yiys, Dent. xxxiii.
27. 10 two FIWD; they confirmed the
two (as the true reading) and rejected

R <« the

3 Taanioth, fol. 68, 1. * Exercit. ! 2. exerc. 12. ¢. 3-



