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IT now remains only to be enquired into,
why this language is called Hebrew. It is
fuppofed by fome to have its name from
Eber, the father of Peleg, in whofe days
the earth was divided, and from whom
the Hebrews {prung and have their name®;
and which opinion has been moft generally
received. Cthers think it has its name from
mnyv Abar, to pafs over, from_dbrabam’s paf-
fing over the river Eupbrates into the land
of Canasan ; this notion Aben Ezra makes
mention of on Exod. xxi. 2. and has been
efpoufed by Theodoret © among the ancients,
and indeed according to Orzgent the word
Hebrew fignifies paffer over, and {o ferom ;
and by Scaliger® and Arias Montanus®
among the moderns, in which they have
been followed by many. The matter is
not of very great confequence, but { muit
confels I am moft inclined to the foriner;
for as Auftin® oblerves, before the confufion
language was one, and common to all,
and needed no name to diftinguifh it; it
was enough to call it the fpeech of man,
or the human language; but when there

was
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was a2 confufion of tongues, and fo more
than one, it became neceflary to diftinguith
them by names; and what name morepr o-
per for the firft language than that of He-
brew, from Eder, the laft man in whole
days it was alone and common to all? for
in his fon’s days the ecarth was divided into
diffcrent nations, {peaking different lan-
guages. Moreover, &dem is faid to be zbe
Fatber of all 1he children of Eber, Gen. iv.
21. or as Fonarhan yaraphrafes it, of all
the children of the Hebrews, or of He-
brew children : refpect is had, as the learn-
ed Rvest obiferves, to the blefling of Shem,
in oppoiition to the cuife of Ham, Gen.
ix. 25. 26. Now as Cunaar {prung from
Ham, and was the father of the Canaanizes,
fo Ez:r foruag from Shem and was the fa-
ther of the Hebrews; and as afterwards
they were called the children of Ifrael,
and Ijraelites from Irael, and the children
of Fudab and [fews from Fudabh; {o the
children of Eéber or Helrews from him,
and with equal propriety the language they
fpoke may be called Hebrew from him;
and their country likewife, as in Gen. xl.
15. for it does not {feem probable that the

land
f In Gen. Exercitat, 66. p. 319.
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land of Canaan thould be called the land of
the Hebrews, as it is there, fo early as in
the youth of Fo/eph, froma fingle tamily
being paflengers, travellers, and ftrangers
in it, which are charalters not very re-
{pectiul and honourable, nor diftinguiihing;
but rather from Eber, who, and his im-
meciate offspring, might inhabit it,8 it
beirg that part affligned and divided to ’em
at the divifion of the earth, Dexs. xxxii.
8. out of which they might be dri-
ven by the Canaanites, fee Gen. xiii. 7.
and xiv. 1, 4. therefore it was an a& of ju-
ftice to difpoflefs them and replace the chil-
dren of Eber in it: and this may alfo ferve
to account for the names of places in pure
Hebrew in old Canaan, by which they were
called, when Fofbua made a conquett of it,
as well as in the time of Abrabam, fince
it was the land of E4e¢r before it was the
land of Canaan; if Melchizedeck was Shem,
as the Fews in general believe, he was
king of a city in it, and Eéer his firit born
had a right unto it, claim’d by Chedariao-
mer, a defcendant of his, who attempred
the refcue of it from the Canaanites, who
had ufurped a power over it, at leaft over

fome
¢ See Dr. Lightfoot, vol. ii. p. 327.
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fome part of it; and it is eafy to obferve’
that in the prophecy of Balaam, Numb.
XXiv. 24. as the Affyrians are called Afbur,
from their original progenitor, fo the He-
brews have the name of Eber from hims
and {o the word FEder there is rendered
Hebrews by the Septuaging and other tran-
flators; and as thoy, fo their language, may
be called from him. As to what is objec-
ted®, that Eder and Abrabam were Chal-
deans, and fpoke the Chaldee language, this
has been reply’d to already ; and whereas
it is obferved, that from the time of Eber
to Asrabam, no one is ever called an He-
brew from him; it is not to be wondered
at, fince Eler lived to the time of Abrabam,
and even to the time of Facob, accoraing
to both the Jewith and Scripture-chrono-
logy.

Tre foundation of the other opinion,
that the Hebrews and their language have
their name from Aébraban’s pailing over
the Euphbrates to the land of Canaan, is
the Septuagint verfion of Gen. xiv. 13,
which inftead of Abrabam the Hebrew,
reads 7w weprry the tranfitor or pafier over;

tho’
. ® Erpen. Orat. de Ling Heb. 1 Seder Olam Rf‘bba’
2. p. 4.
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tho’ perhaps no more is meant by that ver-
fion, than that he was, as Juvenalk ex-
Preﬁ%s it, natus ad Eupbratem, born near
the river Perat, for that is its name in He-
brew ; but whatever may be faid for Abra-
bam’s being called an Hebrew from {uch a
circumftance, it can fcarcely be thought
that 2 whole nation fhould be denominated
from fuch an a&ion of a remote anceftor,
when they them{elves paffled not over the
{ame river; befides there were multitudes
who paffed over the Eupbrates befides A-
brabam, who yet never were {o called ; as
Canaan and his pofterity muft pafs over it,
when they removed from Shinar to the
land afterwards called by their name; and
indeed Erpenius' is of opinion that the Ca-
naanites were firft called Hebrews, or paf-
fers over, by the Chaldeans, becaufe they
pafled over the river fordan into the country
which lay between that and the Mediterra~
nean {ea, afterwards called from them the
land of Canaan, and that Abrabam had not
his name from his paflfage into it, but from
his dwelling there, and learning their lan-
guage; hence his pofterity were called He-
brews, and the Hebrew language the lan-

guage

k Satyr, 1.v. 104, ! Ut fupra.
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guage of Canaan, If. xix. 18. and the fame
writer thinks, that if the Hedrews were
only thofe of the family of Yacos, they
would not have been fo well known to the
Egyprians in the time of Yofeph as they
were: but to all this it may be repiy’d,
that the Canaanites were ever called He-
brews, does not appear from any writers,
facred or prophane; nor is it probable that
the pure and primitive language, that is
the Hebrews,as has been fhews, fhould
be left with and continued in the race of
Canaan ; and il more improbable, that
Abrabam fhouid learn it of them, who
was pofleffed of the firft and primitive lan-
guags before the confufion of tongues, as
has been oblerved, and before he came in-
to the land of Canaan; befides he feems
to be called Abrabam the Helrew, Gen.
xiv. 13. to diftinguith him from Munse,
Ejicol, and sner, who were Canaaniies,
confederates with him ; nor is the Hesremw
language called the language of Cunaon,
becauie firft fpoken by the Canaanizzs, but
becauic the people of Jfrael fpoke it, who
for a long time had inhabited the land=

which

® Vid Glofs in T. Bab. Meuachot, fol. 109. 2 & Abat-
binel. 1n If. xix. 18.
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which bore that name; nor need it feem
firange, that the name of Hebrew {hould
be fo well known in Potipbar’s family, and
to the Egyptians in Fofepls’s time, when he
himfelf told them, no doubt, that he was
an Hebrew, as he told the chief butler,
Gen. xxxix. 17. and xli. 12. and efpecially
if what has been before obierved concern-
ing the land of the Hebrews, can be efta-
blithed, Gex. xl. 15. as being inhabited
by Eber and his fons, before the Canaa-
nites poflefled it.

THERE are other etymologies of the
name of the Hebrews and their language,
which {carce deferve any notice; as that
they have their name from Abrabam ; fo
Artapanus®, an heathen writer, fays the
Fewsare called Hebrews from Abrabam, but
there are butfew that haveembraced thisno-
tion; others fay, they are fo cailed from Eler-
hanaar, which fignifies beyend or the ozber
Jide of the river, that is, of the Eupbrates,
where Abrabam and his father Terab dwelt,
and from whence Abrabam is {aid to be
taken; but there were many befides them,
even whole nations who dwelt beyond that
river, who were never called Hebrews,

nor

* Apud Eufeb. Evangel. Prapar. 1. g. c. 18.
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nor can any good reafon be given, why
thefe and their pofterity and their lan-
guage thould be called Hetrew from thence,
tho’ many, both Yews and Chritians, have
imbibed this notion®: Euwjebius+, tho’ he
thinks the Hebrews had their name from
Eber, yet as the word fignifics a paffer
over, not from one country to the other, but
from the vanity of the things of this pre-
fent world, to the ftudy of divine things,
and in which they refted not, but patled on
in fearch of more recondite knowledge:
perhaps, after all, the true original of the
name may be taken from the place of A4-
brabam’s birth, who is firft called =231 the
Hebrew, or rather the Ibrite, Gen. Xiv. i3.
the place of his birth was Ur of the Chal-
dees, as Aben Ezra® rightly judges, fince
it is exprefsly faid to be the land of his
brother Haran’s nativity, and therefore
moit probably his alfo; now Ur of the
Chaldees 1s called §=vus wmav Lira Zeirat
and lo Abrabam might have this epithet
fiom the place of his nativity, the firize,
to diftinguith him, as before obferved, from

the

o Vid. Buxtorf de Ling. Heb. Confervat { 22, 13.
+ Evangel “repar. Log.c 6 p. 5o » Comment.
ip Gen. xi. 28, 9 'I', Lab. Bava Bathra, fol. gi. 1. &
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the Amorites, among whom he then dwelt,
and whence his potterity frequently after-
wards have the name of {=*=2y or Ibrites,
Geri. xxxix. 14. 17. and x1. 15. and xiiii.
32.
OnEe thing more I would juft obferve,
that whether the Helrews and their lan-
guage are fo called either from Eber, the
father of Peleg, or from Abar, to pafs over,
or from Eber, beyond, or the other fide
of the river, or from Ibra the native place
of Abrabam ; tho' cuftom has prevailed to
write the word with an afpiration, Hebrew
and Hebrews, it thould be written without
one, Ebrew and Edrews, as words begin-
ning with y ufually are, as Amminadib, Ine-
manuel, &c.

CHAP,
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C H A P II.

Concerning the Antiquity of the Hebrew
Letters.

T has been a controverfy among learned
men, for a century or two paft, whe-
ther the modern letters ufed by the Fews,
and in which their facred books are now
extant, are the fame in which the law and
the prophets were originally written. This
is denied by fome, and it has been affirm-
ed, that the original letters of the Hebrews,
and in which the books of the Old Tefta-
ment before the times of Ezra were writ-
ten, were what are called Samaritan ; and
that Exzra, after the return of the Fews
from the captivity in Babylon, changed thefe
letters for the Merubbakh, or {quare ones
fince in ufe ; and in them wrote all the fa-
cred books then in being, and gave thean-
tient letters to the Samaritans ; and this no-
tion has been embraced upon the teltimo-
nies of Eufebius and Sferom ; the foundation
of which appears to be a tradition of the
Fews, and that far from being generally re-
ceived by them. The former of thefe in his
chro-
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chronicle at A. M. 470, writes, that ¢ it
« is afiirmed, that Ezra, by the ftrength
« of hismemory, compiled or put together
« the divine {criptures, and that they (the
¢ Fews ) might not be mixed with the Sa-
« maritans, changed the Jewzfb letters:”
now this paflage of Eufebius, as Marckius*
obferves, 1s noc to be found in Scaliger’s
editions of his chronicle, neither in the
original Greet, nor in the Latin verfion ;
and the lluftrious Spanbesn * has fully pro-
ved, that it is {purious, and added to the
text by fome modern hand; and admitting
it to be genuine, it {mells rank of a Few:/b
tale, particularly that Ezra compiled the
{criptares memoriter 5 and it is no difficult
thing to account for it, from whence Eu-
Jebius had it, if he had it at all ; for fince
he was bithop of Cefarea, where both Fews
and Samaritans lived, he might receive this
notion from the one or from the other;
from the Samaritans, as Buxtorff* conjec-
tures, who were continually boafting of
their language and letters, in which, they
fay, the law was given, a copy of which
they pretend to have, written by Phinebas

the
Ct Exercitat. in Matt. v. 18. f. 6. p. 67. * Apud
¢ 361‘}>zov. Critic, par. 1. p. z40. t De Literis Heb.
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the fon of Eleazar; or rather he might
have this account from the Fews that refi-
ded there. Ferom, who lived a liitle after
Eufebius, and who might take what he
writes from him, or rather from fome of
the Fewsfb Rabbins he had for his precep-
tors and inftru&ors, for he had four of
them at different times, is more confident,
and fays®, ‘¢ certumque ¢ff, &c. it is certain
¢ that Ezra the {cribe, and teacher of the
¢ law, after ferufalem was taken and the
¢ temple rebuilt under Zerubbabel, found
¢ other letters, whick we now ufe, when to
« that time the charaters of the Samari-
¢ tans and Hebrews were the fame;” but
how could erom be certain of this, who
lived near a thoufand years after the fup-
pofed fa&k? do Ezra or Nebemiab give the
leaft hint of fuch a change of letters, tho’
they relate things of much lefs confequence
than this? or doany of the other prophets
{fuggeft any thing of this kind? not the
leaft fyllable. Do Fofepbus or Philo the
Few fay any thing about it? not one
word, but the reverfe, as will be feen
hereafter : from whence and from whom
then could ferom be aflured of it? from

no

« Przfat. in lib. Reg. Tom, 3,foi. 5. L.
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no other than his Yews and their traditions;
from whom it is certain he received many
things, as his treatife called Quafliones fon
Traditiones Hebraicee, on various parts of
fcripture thew ; which are all or moft of
them to be found in the Ta/mud, and other
writings of the Yews, and particularly this.
The Ferufalem Talmud was printed about
the year 230, long enough before ferom,
for him to have knowledge of it at leaft
from his inftruétors. The Babylonian Tal-
mud was compiling in his time, tho’ not
finithed before the year 500; but the tradi-
tions it confifts of were well known be-
fore, being handed down from one to ano-
ther, and with wh:ch Yerom's Fews could
furnith him, and did. But what puts this
matter out of all queftion, is a fragment of
Origen’s, publithed by Montfaucon™, who
alfo fpeaks of letters ufed by Ezra after
the captivity, different from the more an-
tient ones, and plainly declares from whom
he had it, and opens to us the true fource
of this notion : ¢ in fome accurate copies,
“ he fays, it (the word Jebovab) is writ-
““ ten in antient Hebrew letters, but not
‘ in thofe now in ufe, gas: yap, for they fay,

D ¢ (that

v Przliminar. in Hexapla Origen. p. 86.
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¢ (that is, the Fews) that Ezra ufed others
¢ after the captivity:” fo that it clearly ap-
pears to be a Fewsz/b tradition; and it is
not improbable, that Ferom had what he
calls certain, from this paflage of Origen,
as well as from Eufebius, fuppofing the
paflage in him to be genuine; and in which
he might be confirmed by his Rebbins ; fo
that all that has been faid about this mat-
ter comes from the fame fountain, a Fewz/b
tradition. And the tradition refpeting it
in the YerufalemTalmud * is as follows: < it
““ is a tradition; R. fofe fays, Ezra was
¢ fit to have the law given by his hand,
¢ but that the age of Mpfes prevented it;
¢¢ yet tho’ it was not given by his hand,
¢ the writing and the language were;
¢« the writing was written in the Syruc
¢« tongue and interpreted in the Syriac
¢ tongue, Ezra iv. 7. and they could not
¢« read the writing, Dan.v.8. from hence
‘¢ it is learnt, that it was given on the fame
¢« day. R. Natbhan fays, the law was
¢« given in breaking, (in rude, rough  and
<« broken letters, fuppofed to be meant of
s the Samaritan) and agrees with R. Fofe;
¢ but Rabbi (i. e. Judabh Hakkodefh) fays

3 ¢ the

x T, Hierof. Megillah, fol. y1. 2, 3.
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the law was given in the 4ffyrian cha-
raCter (the fquare letter) and when they
finned, it was turned into breaking,
(into a rough, and broken character) and
when they were worthy, in the days of
Ezra, it was turned to them again in
the A/fyrian chara&er, according to Zach.
ix. 12. It is aTradition; R. Simeon ben
Eleazer fays, on the account of R. Elea
azer Ben Parta, who alfo {ays, on the
account of Eliezer Hammoda:, thelaw
was written in the Affyrian charaler.”

As it ftands in the Babylonian Talmud 7, it
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thus expreflfed : ¢ Mar Zutra, or as
others Mar Ukba, fays, at firlt the law
was given to /frae/in the writing beyond
the river, (or the Samaritan) and the
holy tongue ; and again it was given to
them, in the days of Ezra, in the Ajfy-
rian writing, and Syrzac tongue; they
chofe for the Ifraclites the Affyrian wri-
ting and the holy tongue, and left to the
Ideots the writing beyond the river, and
the Syriactongue. Whoare theldeots? R.
Chafda fays, the Cutbhites (i.e. the Sama-
ritans): what is the writing beyond the

D2 ‘¢ river ?

Y T. Bab. Sanhed:iin, fol. 21. 2. and 22. 1. and Zeba.

chim, fol. 62. 1. and Glofs. inib.
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“ river ? R.Chafda fays, the Libonean wri-
““ ting ;” which the G/ofs explains of great
letters, fuch as are written in amulets and
on door-pofts. Now tho’ this account is
far from being clear and plain, as to what
is the fenfe of thefe Rabbins ; yet admit it
to be the fenfe of R. Fofe, and of Mar
Zutra or Ukba, that the law was written
in Samaritan charalers; to which if you
add R. Nathan, as agreeing with them,
there are but three on that fide of the que-
ftion; whereas there are four who affirm
it to be written in the Affyrian, or {quare
character, namely, R. Fudab the faint, R.
Simeon, and the two Eleazers ; and as for
R. Fudab, he was of fo much account
with the Yews, as to weigh down all
others ; the decifion of any matter in de-
bate was, for the moft part, according to
him ; and itis to the latter {entiment that
the Fews now univerfally agree. Thereisbut
one, R. Fofeph Albo, on the other fide of
the queftion, unlefs Nachmanides can be
thought to be, which yet is doubtful®.
now this feems to be the whole and fole
foundation of the above noticn, which
has prevailed fo long among chriftian wri-

ters.

z Vid. Buxtorf. de literis Heb. {. z0. 52, 53, 54.
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ters. 1 cannot but remark the foible of
fome learned men, that if any thing againft
a received opinion is produced from the
Talmud, and other Fewifh writings, it is at
once condemned as a fewz/b dotage, dream
and fable; but if it accords with a favou-
rite hypothefis, how greedily is it catched
at? how tenacioufly is it held? It is ama-
zing that fo many learned men fhould give
into the change of the Fewi/b letters by
Ezra. It is not likely that the law
fhould be given to the Ifraclites, and the
facred books be written in Samaritan let-
ters, that is, in the old Pbwnician charac-
ters, which belonged to the race of Canaan;
and if they were, that the people of the
“fews could be prevailed upon to part with
them, in which their holy books were
written ; and if they were written in them,
as then, befides the Pentateuch, the books
of Yofbua, Fudges, Samuel, the Pfalms of
David, and books of Solomon, and the
Prophets before the captivity, muft be
written in the fame charalter; and if fo,
it is ftrange that not one copy of either
of thefe thould be heard of, feen, or known;
nor is it probable that the books of the
Old Teftament fhould be written in two

D 3 dif-
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different charalters; thofe before the cap-
tivity in Samaritan letters, and thofe after
it in the fquare letters, as they muft be
according to this hypothefis. It is not to
be believed, that Ezra would attempt fuch
a change of himfelf without an order from
God, which no where appears, when fuch
a charge againit innovations ftands in Deut.
iv. 2. nor does it feem poffible that he
fhould be able effetually to do it; it could
never be in his power to call in all the co-
pics of the facred books, which the Jjra-
elifes had cairied into the feveral parts of
the world, thro’ their captivities; nor is it
probable that the Samaritans, if poflefied
of the fquare characer, which is grand
and majett'c, thould ever be preveited upon
to part with it, for a characer fo ugly,
fo ill thaped and deformed as the Samarizan
is; nor was it in the power of Ezra to
oblige them to it: to which may be added,
that furely itcan’t be thought that thofe ugly
and ill-thaped letters were formed by the
frger of God, and the law written by him
in them, the contrzry to which is now uni-
verially atiirmed by the Yews; and yet with
what confidence has this been affcrted, and
thofe of a different fentunent treated with

moft



