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fhould feem by their being mentioned firft ;
I thould think they were all when firft
written of the fame form ; and that fuch
of them as are now broken and disjointed,
are thofe faid to be like to the Samaritan
letters, which are rough and deformed ;
hence the Jews call them 3, a frature,
broken, and uneven ; and fuch that agreed
with neither, thofe that are greatly effaced
by time ; and I am the more ftrengthened
in this {uppofition by the relation of Co/~
mas Agyptius, who travelled into thofe
parts in the fixth century, more than
twelve hundred years ago; who teftifies,
that he himfelf faw many ftones in the
wildernefs engraved by the Hebrews in
Hebrew letters, in memory of their jour-
ney in it *; his account, as Montfaucon*
relates 1t is, that in the wildernefs of
Sinaz, and in all the manfions of the He-
brews, you may fee ftones fallen from the
mountains, all engraved with Hebdrew let-
ters, as, fays he, I teftify, who travelled
that way. Now I imagine that this man
in that age could have no other notion of
Iebrew letters than of thofe then in ufe

with

1Vid. Fabritii Bibliothec. Grzec, Tom. 2. p. 615, TinDr.
Kennicott's Differt, 2. p, 147. 148,
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with the fews; and he adds, fome Fews
who read thefe infcriptions told us, they
fignified fo and fo—fuch a journey—out of
fuch a tribe—in fuch a year—in fuch a
month—i. e. fuch and fuch things were
done. Now the letters which thefe ews
were converfant with, and capable of rea-
ding and interpreting, feem more likely to
be the Hebrew letters, which they then
ufed, than the Samarizan, which it is not
reafonable to fuppofe they would give them«
felves the trouble of learning, having no-
thing to do with the Samaritans, but at en-
mity with them.

Tue plate of gold on the forehead of
the high-prieft, on which was engraven
bolinefs to the Lord, the Fews® difpute
about it, whether this was in more lines
than one, and what letters were in a line,
but it was never a queftion with them in
what charatter it was written. Ferom {ays®
indeed, that the word Febovah was in his
time found written in antient letters, in
fome Greet volumes; but it thould be ob-
ferved, that Ferom {peaks not of Feawrfh or
Hebrew copies, but of Greek volumes,

Iﬁeaﬂlﬂg

s 'T. Bab. Sabbat, fol. 63 2. & Succah, fol. 5. 1. t Prae
fat. in Lib. Reg. fol. 5. L.
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nicaning the Greek verfions of Aguilz and
Theodotion in Origen’s Hexapla, and of an-
tient Hebreow letters in the faid Greek ver-
fions, where the word Febovab was written
in Hebrew charaers thus, IINO1, which
the Greecks not underftanding, and being
deceived with the fimilarity of the charac-
ters to fecme of theirs, read it from the
left to the right, as they were wont to do,
Pipi; whereas the word was to be read no
other than Felivab, and was written nei-
ther in Greed nor 1n Samar:fan chara&ers,
but in Hebrew letters, as fometimes figur'd,
or however as formed by fome Greck wri-
ters not expert in the Hebrew letters, as
may be feen in a {pecimen of fuch letters,
given by Montfarcon®, which feem to have

cen written by fome Greczan who had but
little knowledge of the Hebrew tongue
and its chara&ers, in which the Hebdrew
letter He, tho' Schindler would have it to be
the Samaritan He, refemble? the Greek
letter P7, and the letters Vau and Fod are
very fimilar in Hebrew, and both have fome
likene(s to the Greek letter Iota. IDirufius
out of Procopius on Jf. lix. 13. obferves,
that in his margin were written A. Th.

3
* Przliminar. ad Hexapla Origen. ¢. 2. p. 22,
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ev IIITTI, that is Aguila, and Theodotion fo
read ; and he further obferves, that (o for-
merly they wrote the letters of the name
tetragrammaton or Jehovabh, which they
read Pipz, becaufe of the fimilitude of the
letters™; and Ferom™ himfelf is as exprefs
for it as can be, he fays the name of four
letters is written with thefe, Fod*, He 1,
Vau 1, He 1y, which fome not underftand-
ing, becaufe of the likenefs of the charac-
ters, when they found it in Greek copies,
ufed to read it Pip7; and elfewhere? he fays,
the name of God, on the plate of gold,
was written in Hebrew letters, thofe above-
mentioned ; hence, becaufe as R. Afariah*
underftands him, he affirmed that thefe
were engraved in the A4ffyrian chara&er, he
conjetures that Ferom had feen the plate
of gold at Rome, which R. Eliezer ben Jofe,
faw there, and that Ferom was of the
mind that the prefent Hebrew letters, were
then ufed by the Fews; and indeed it is
not probable that this plate fhould be en-

oraved in the Samaritan, that is in the let-
ters

» Vid. etiam Drufium de voce Elohim & Tetragram. c.
20. &.Grotium in Matt. xxii. 44. Montfaucon, preeliminar.
ad Hexapla Origen. vol. z. p. go. 184. Lexicon col. 430.
x Epift ad Marcellam Tom. 3. tol._ 31. B. Yy Ad Fabio-
Tam fol. zo. B, = Meor Enayim, c. §8. fol. 178. 2.
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ters of the old Phanicians or Canaanites,
the race of Canaan, whom the Fews, when
this order about the plate was given to
Mpfes, were going to drive out of their land.
It muft be owned that Origen has the fol-
lowing words in a fragment® of his; ¢ with
¢ the Fews the name of the four letters
“ (Febovab) is ineffable, which was en-
«¢ graved on the golden plate of the high-
¢ prieft, and with the Greeks is pro-
¢ nounced Lord (xvpioc); butin correct He-
“ prew copies it is written (that is, with
« its four letters Febovab, which may be
« believed; but when he adds, it was writ-
« ten) in antient letters, but not in thofe
¢« now in ufe.” If he means the Samari-
tan letters, as it is fuppofed he does; this
depends on a Fewifb tale he next relates,
which has been already confidered.

TuaT the Pentateuch written by Mofes
was written in the {quare chara&ers or let-
ters now in ufe with the Fews, {feems clear
by comparing Gen. x. 3, 4. with 1 Chron.
i. 6. where the perfons called Ripbathand Do-
danim by Mofes, are by the author of the book
of Chroniclesin fome copies caed Dipbath
and Rodanim; and who is called Hemdan in

Gen,
* Apud Montfaucon, ut fupra, p. 86.
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Gen.xxxvi. 26.1s Hemsram in 1. Chron. i. 41.
and Hadar in Gen. xxxvi. 39. is Hadad in 1
Chran. 1. 5o. The author of the book of
Céronicles, thro’ the fimilarity of the let-
ters B and 7 Refb and Dalerh, puts one for
another, and ftill fignify the fame perfons ;
fo Riblab in Numb. xxxiv. 11. and as it is
read in the 2d book of Kings, and prophe-
cy of Feremiab, is in Ezek. vi. 14. called
Diblath; on which Ferom remarks, that
the near likenefs of the Hebrew letters = and
= Daleth and Refh, which are diftinguithed
by a fmall apex, it may be called Debla-
tha, or Reblatha ; and fo Theodotion reads
it Deblatha in fer. xxxix. 5. and this will
account for the fame man being called
Denel and Reuel, Numb.i. 14. and ii. 14.
Now this can’t be owing to the miftakes of
late tranfcribers, fince the fame difference
is obferved in the Sepruagint verfion of thefe
places, at lcaft in mott of them, and were
fo from the beginning, from the writers
themfelves ; and thofe letters being much
more fimilar in the Heérew thanin the Sa-
maritan alphabet, the Samaritan Daleth
having 2 hook at the back of it thus =
which ftrikes the eye at once, and eafily
diftinguifhes it from 2 Refh, thews that Mo~

Jes,
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fés, in all probability, wrote in the for-
mer and not in the latter; fo likewife dif-
ferences of names in the {fame books plainly
arife from the fimilarity of the letters * and
Y Jod and Vau in the Hebrew {quare cha-
rafters, when there is no fuch fimilarity in
the Samaritan charalter m and %, as to
occafion fuch differences, thus Afvar in
Gen. xxxvi. 23. is Alian 1 Chron. i. 40.
Vaakan Gen. xxxvi. 27. is Faakan 1. Chron.
i. 42. Zepho Gen. xxxvi. 11. is Zephi I
Chron. i. 36. Shepbo in Gen. xxxVvi. 23. I8
Shephi 1 Chron. i. 40. Alvab Gen. XXXVi. 40.
s Aliah 1 Chron. i. §1. Pau Gen. XXxvi.
39. is Pa: 1 Chron. i. 5o0. Heman Gen.
22. 1s Homam 1 Chron. 1. 19.  Kimchi on
1 Chron. 1. 6, 7. takes notice of the differ-
“ence of thefe feveral words, as read in Ge-
nefis and Chronicles, and attributes it to the
fimilarity of letters; and obferves, that let
them be read as they may, they are the

fame names, and fo Ben Melec after him.
Aben Ezrahas helped us to another proof
of the Pentateuch being written in the
fquare chara&ter ; he obferves, ¢ that the
word 7'M in Exod. 1. 16. 1s irregular accor-
ding to the grammar, and fhould be NN
for He radical is changed into Tax, accor-
ding
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ding to ufual conftru&ion, asin Gen. i. 30.
but fo it 1s, becaufe thefe letters are near
alike in writing, there being only the duct
of a point between them, which is in the
letter He, but in pronunciation and name
they differ ; for at firft it is called He, and
when the point is protracted itis called Tau;
and this 1s a fign or proof that the writing
we now ufe is Hebrew :” and as the Pen-
tateuch was originally written in this cha-
racter, fo it continued until the Samaritan
Pentateuch was written, which plainly ap-
pears to be copied from it, by its having
the interpolations of Ezra’s copy in it,
which it would not have had, had it been
more antient than that; and if it was firlt
brought to the Samaritans, as is probable,
by Mai:offeb, when he fled to them, it was
in the fquare charalter firft introduced
among them, as Dr. Prideaux owns®, who
otherwife is an advocate for the Samaritan
lettcr being the antient Hedrew charaler.
That this was the cafe, appears from the
difference between the Hebrew and Sama-
ritan Pentateuch, occafioned by the fimi-
Jarity of the setters in the {quare characer,
the fame with that now in ufe with the

Fews,

» Conneltion, part 1. p, 926, 417.
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Fews, as has been obferved by manylearned
men¢, particularly in Refb and Daleth, fee
Gen. x. 4. and xlix. 10. which fhews that
the Pentateuch was originally in the mo-
dern Hebrew chara&ers, and which is fu-
perior in point of antiquity to the Samar:-
tan, which is copied from it; and to the
fame caufe, in many inftances, is owing
the difference between the Hedrew text and
the Septuagint verfion, namcly the fimi-
larity of the Hebrew letters, as “ferom fre-
quently obferves; for that was made out
of the Chaldee tongue, as Philo the Few?
affirms, that is the Hedrew according to
him; and ‘fuffin Martyre aflerts, that Mo-
fes, under a divine infpiration, wrote his
hiftory in Hebrew letters, (he does not fay
in Samaritan, tho he himiclf was a Sa-
maritan ) and that out of their antient books
written in Hebrew letters, the Septuagint
or 70 elders made their tranflation, which
books in Hebrew letters were then prefer-
ved by the Jews in their fynagogues.  Pto-
lemy, king of Egyps, had only at firft the
Hebrew bible in Hebrew letters, tranfcri-
bed and fent him; but not being able to

F read

¢ Hottinger. Antimorin. p. go. Carpzov. Critic. facr.
p. 229. 604. 61o. Udiverfal Hiftory, vol 17. p. 305. ¢ De
vita Jofephi, L. 1. p. 658. ¢ Ad Gracos, p. 13.
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read and underftand it, he fent for men
out of fudea to tranflate it into Greek!;
and Tertullian® affirms, that in the Sere-
peum, or library of Prolemy, the tranfla-
tion was to be fcen in his time, with the
Hebrew letters themf{elves, from which the
tranflation was made; and certain it is,
as the authors of the Univerfal Hiffory®
have obferved, that the Sepruagint verfion
is of higher antiquity than any of thofe
thekels which arefaid to have the Semaritan
charaéters on them, the eldeft of which
did not precede the fettlement of the high-
priefthood in the Afinonean family, that is
not much above 150 years before Chrif?;
and yet this is the main argument advanced
in defence of the Samaritan letters being
the antient Lebrew chara®ers; of the va-
lidity of which, and the genuinefs of the
Samaritan thekels, more heareafter.

TuE argument in favour of the Penta-
teuch being written in the fquare charater,
taken from the fimilarity of Daleth and
Refh,occafioningdifferentreadings of words,
may be ufed with refpe& to the fecond
book of Samuel, as written in the fame cha-

ralter,

f Epiphan. de ponder. ¢ Apologet.c. 18. * Ut
fupra, p. 301, 304, 305.
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racter, the penmen of which feem to be
Gad and Nathan, {ee 1 Chron. xxix. 19. in
which the king of Zobah is called Hadade-
zer, 2 Sam. viii. 3. but the writer of the
book of Chronicles, generally fuppofed to
be Ezra, putting Refb for Daleih, thro’
the likenefs of the letters, calls him Hada-
rezer, 1 Chron. xviii. 3. and {o one of Da-
vid’s worthies is called Shammab the Haro-
dite, 2 Sam. xxiii. 25. but in 1 Chron. xi.
27. Shammoth the Harorite ; where may be
obferved another difference, arifing from
the fame caufe, the likenefs of ti.e letters
n and 1 the fame man being called Sham-
mah in one place, and Shammoth in the
other; and that it cannot be owing to the
miftakes of late tranfcribers, fince the fame
difference is to be obferved in the Seprua-
gint verfion of both places; befides there
is another difference in the name. Harodite
in Sam. is written with a n Cheth, and the
Harorite in Chronscles with an % He, which
two letters are alfo very fimilar in the {quare
characer; whereas, neither the x He and
& Tau, nor the | Cheth and 3 He are at
all alike in the Samaritan chara&er. - So
that the fame that is called Hiddar 2 Sam.
xxiil. q0. is Hurai or Churai, 1 Chron.

F 2 xi. 32.
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x1. 32. and another is called the Gadize 2
Sam. 23. 36. and Haggeri, or the Hagge-
rite, 1 Chron. xi. 38, fo thro’ the likenefs
of Jod and Vau in the {quare character,
which have none in the Samaritan, as be-
fore obferved, the king of Tyreis called
Hiram, 1 Kings. v. 1, 2. and Huram 2
Chron. ii. 3. 11.

Aben Chabib or R. Mofes Schem Tob, 2
Jew, who lived about the year 1480, was
thewn in the kingdom of Valent:a in Spain,
a fepulchral monument of a general of A4-
maziah king of fudah, on the top of a
mountain; which, tho’ much effaced, he
was juft able to read a verfe or two in
rhyme and metre, at the end of which
was M1PE¥8Yi; from whence he concluded
that fuch kind of verfe was in ufe with his
anceftors, whenin their own land: and he
might have concluded alfo the antiquity of
the Hebrew letters, as Buxtorff* obiferves,
could this infcription be thought genuine ;
but it 1s hard to conceive how a general of
Amaziab, king of Fudub, fhould be bu-
ried in Spainz : and of like credit muft be

accounted the grave of Adoniram, the tax-
gatherer

! R, Azariah, ITmre Binah, c. 6o fol. 182. k De liter.,
Heb. {. 27. & de profod. metric. ad calc, Heb. Gram.
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gatherer for Solomon and Reboboam, in the
fame country, and found at the fame time';
and could the account be credited which
Benjamin of Tudela gives of the cave of
Machpelah, wherehe fays there are fix graves,
of dbrabham, lfaac, Facob,Sarab, Rebecca and
Leah, oppofite to one another, on which are
written ¢ this is the grave of Abrabam,” and
fo on the grave of Ifzac, and on the reft, it
would prove the very early antiquity of fuch
letters; but thefe are not to be depended on.

THE Hebrews have five letters, which
they call double letters, or final ones, be-
caufe the figure of them is different at the
end of a word, from what it is at the be-
ginning of one, orin the middle of one;
and thefe are Mem, Nun, Tzade, Pe, and
Caph, commonly called 1B¥32 Manatzpach;
thefe muft be of very antient ufe, they are
mentioned in Berefbith Rabba®, and in both
the Ta/muds ; in the one® they are faid to
be ufed by the feers or prophets, and in
the other? to be an Halacab or tradition of
Mofes from Sinarz; yea, by an antient wri-
ter? they are faid to be known by Abra-

F 3 bhan,

! Vid. Hottinger. prxfat, ad Cipp. Heb. p. 4. m [t-
nerar. p +8, 40. n Parath. 1. fol. 1, 4. ° T,
Bab. Sabbar, tol. 104t 1. p T. Hierof. Megillah,

fol. 71. 4. ¢ Pirke Eliezer ¢ 48,
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ham ; and indeed they feem to be as early
as the other letters in the alphabet. Hence
Abrabam,de Balmis® makes the Hebrew al-
phabet confift of twenty-feven letters; and
Ferom! {pea’ss of thefe five final letters as of
as early, and equal ufe with the twenty-
two letters, and fo Ep.pbaniusts and Ire-
neus-i-, before them. i+ thought, by Dr.
Graleto ref-r to afinai Hebrew letter, when
he fays, < that God, in Hebrew, is called Ba-
ruch (biefizd) which confifts of two letters
and a halt ;” Dr. Graée’s note upon it is,
that q is taken for half of the letter 1; but
in that he is miftaken, for the word has
not that letter, nor has that letter a final,
but 5, and the final of that does not fthor-
ten, but lengthen the letter. Now if thefe
final letters were of Mpfes and the pro-
phets, then the law and the prophets muft
be written in the Hebrew charaters now
in ufe, and not in the Samaritan chara&ers,
for the Samaritans have no final letters;
and particularly the book of the prophet
Jfatah, which was written 200 years or
more beforc the {fuppoled change of letters
by Ezra, =ufl be written not in the Sama-

ritan
* Mikneh Abrahom, pag. 2. lin. 12, 13. I Prafat. ad
1ib. Reo fol. 5. M, t De menfur. & ponder. + Adv.

Haewel L2 c 41,
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ritan chara&er, accordino to that noticn,
but in the modern Hebrew; fince the Mem
final, contrary to common ufage, appears
in the middle of the word Ma DY I ix.
6. which has occafioned much fpeculation
and enquiry, both among the Jews and
chriftians, which could not appear if writ-
ten in the Samaritan chara®er; in which,
as before obf{erved, are no final letters ; and
that it was {c read in the antient Hebrew
copies, is clear from both Ta/muds®, where
it is written and rzafoned upon, and the
Ferufalem Talmud was finithed A. D. 230.
Ferom™ owns the reading of it, and of-
fers a reafon for it, and obferves that the
Mem claufum, in the middle of the word
MmanmY is fo written for the fake of a my{-
tery, to fhew the exclufion of the Jews
from the kingdom of Chrift; even that
fame ‘ferom makes this remark, who fays,
it 15 certain that Ezra changed the Jewifh
letters ; but if I/fziah wrote in the Sama-
ritan charalter, as that change fuppofes, it
would fpoil the remark he has made; in this
he contradi&s himfelf. This is an obfer-
vation of Wafmut/’s ; but I {ufpect that Wa/~

F 4 muth

» T, Hierof. Sanhedrin, fol.27. 4. T.Bab.ib. fol. 04 1.
v Apud Wafmuth. Vindic Heb. par 1 p. 44.
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muth has miftaken Hieronymus de fantla
fide. alater writer whe wrote a book againtt
the Jews, for Hieronymus the antient father;
fince Ican find no fich treatife as 1s re-
ferred toby him in Ferom’s works, either
genuine or afcribed to him.

Tue book of Daniel, if written by him-
felf, as it feems plainly to be, muft be
written before the pretended change of let-
ters by Ezra; the Jews in the Talmud* in-
deed fay it was written by the men of the
great fynagogue, that is the fynagogue of
Ezra ; but the reafon given for it is frivo-
lous, as in the G/afs upon the place, that
prophecy was not fuffered to be written
without the land (of Ifrae/); for did not
Mofes write the Pentateuch without the
land ? and was not Ezekie/ ordered by God
to write among the captives at the river
Chebar, Ezek. 1. 3. and xxiv. 2.7 Fofe-
phus? is exprefs for it, that Daniel wrote
his own prophecies, and left them to be
read, and this is clear from the book itfelf,
ch. xit. 4. and from the words of Chrift in
Matt. xxiv. 15. now fince this book was
written partly in Hebrew, and partly in

Chaldee,

* T. Pab. Bava Bathra, fol. 15. 1. 7 Antiquil 1o
c iy L7,
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Chaldee, 1 afk,in what letter it is moft proba-
ble it was written, whether in two different
chara@ers? which feems not at all pro-
bable, and whether in one chara&er; what
moft probably that was, whether the Sama-
ritan or the {quare letter 2 it thould feem
more probable to be tiie latter, according
to the hypathefis of thefe vho are for ths
change of letters by Exzra, who fuppofe
that was the chara@:r ufed in Chaldea and
Baéylon, where Danzel lived; and I thould
think it more probable for another reafon,
becaufe it was better known to the Fews,
for whofe ufe chiefly that book was writ-
ten: and particularly it deferves confi-
deration, in what letter or charaer the
hand-writing Belfbazzar faw on the wall
was written, which the Chaldeans could
not read, only Danzel the Few. It is
certain the words in Danzel/ v. 25. are
Cbaldee, and had they been written in their
own chara&ers, which were the fame fince
called Samaritan, as will be thewn in the
following chapter; the Chaldeans, no doubt,
could have read them, though they might
not have underftood the meaning of them :
now tho’ we can’t be certain of the charac-
ter, yet it is probable it was the fquare

charatter
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chara&er then and now in ufe with the
Fews, to which Dansel was accuftomed
beforc he came to Babylon, and therefore
could eafily read the hand-writing, tho’
without doubt it was by divine infpiration
that he gave the interpretation of it.  Fo-
Jepbus ben Gorion*® is quite clear in this ;
the letters, he fays, were the holy tongue,
that is, Hebrew, but the writing or words
were the Syriac tongue, or the Chaldee ;
and indeed if thefe words had been in a
different chara&@er from that which Danzel
wrote, it is much he had not given them
n 1it.

Brancon:*, the laft that wrote on the an-
tiquity of the Hebrew letters, is of opinion
that the Chaldeans ufed the fame charaers
with the Hebrews. He fuppofes their lan-
guage to be the fame, which he argues from
the relatiocn of Aérabam and Nabor being
brethren, and from the Hebrews defcend-
ing from the one, and from the other
the Chaldeans; hence Fofephus® calls the
Chaldeans their kindred ; tho’ perhaps
the latter rather fprung from Arphacfad;

he
z Hift. Heb. 1. 1. c. 5. p. 25. * De Antiq. k-
ter. Heb. p. 6. Bononiz 1748. b Contr. Apion.

Lrofirs.



