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We ilo not loam from the iiftltloii

\«T.v iniicli as to tln' (It-tails ol .li'wlsh

\\orshl|i. ir Is notj'wcirthy, however,

that I hey make no nu-niion of sacred

liiiaKes or sviiiliols in tiiiinieratinK

the e:)nlents of the .li'l> teinple; ami
that they do not seem to have ( on-

trilmled to the malntenanre of the

temple of .lerusalem, or to have Imi-

tated It In struciiire or riiiial. as al-

ready pointel out. In short, they

>niKht almost be lenarded as protest-

ant .lews.

Very different was the position

taken by the .lew Onias. as related

li\- .loseiduis. who oliiaiiied permis-

sion from IMolomy VI. I'hilometir.

(!'..('. lsl-l|i; t and from Qneen
Cleopatra hi.s wife and sister (not the

Cleopatra of Shakesiieare. who was
also, a( least nominally, married to

her lirother) to hiiild a temple, of

the sl::e and form of Ihaf at .lerusa-

lem. at Leontopoli;;. The object of

Onias was, aceor linn to .losephns. to

tain fame for himself; to fulfill the

prophecy of Isaiah: and to p>it an

•nd to (lisput^•s among the .lews con-

(eininK the holy places. Some seem
to have contended that contribu-

tions should be paid only to the tem-

ple of .lerusalem, this Ki;>ptla:i

temple was ai'cordinKl.\ built at !.,•

-

oniopolls by Onias, but it was ' poor-

er and smaller" than that at .leru-

salem. This was at a perio I soin-'

I'.Mt years later than the petition lie-

fiu'e us. How far the temple of |t!i

ma> have lieen implliated !n thi-

dispute about hol.\ places in the tine'

of I'tolomy VI. and Cleopatra, it i-

impossil)le to sa\'. for .leb is not

mentioned \i\ .losephus. and it ?-

doulitful that Onias knew anythin-
aliout .leb.

feiloniahs btter cannot but ralsi

in us hlKh expectations of what mav
yet cfune froTu Klephantine. Th-

lu-obabilltles are sreat that the .lew-

of .lelj possessed ancient \ersions ol

ihe Hebrew sirlptures, and that

these may be found, in many roides.

and h'Kible. like the Sa,\ce-Cowlev
I "ords. and the document we Iwn-

been conslderini?.

'! he one record dealt with in th -

paper, even of itself, affords, as far

as it noes, some <d»'ar proof of th-

luthenticity of the Hooks of K/r

i

and .Nehemiah as r]i»'y have coni«

uown to us.


