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THE CRITIC:

*

musly characteristic of the stilted concélf which animates the class”

of men from which it comes.  What acquaintance have they with
the instruments which *“ were known to the Balylonians in the
time of Daniel "?  The sound of Babylunian viuls had slumbered
for four and twenty centurics, we take it, before these hostile
critics “ muled and puked” in Germany ; and we should cheer-
{ully forgive them if, on cross examination, it transpired that they
were not conversant with the Chaldeans’ knowledge of the names
of their musical instruments. Their argument however takes the
followmg form :—

The Greeks used certain instruments which bore the same
name as did some of thuse used in Babylon , fherefore the Baby-
lom:ms obtained their instruments frum Greece ! In reply to this
ludicrous assertion, Professor Hirschfelder shows that as carly as
the reign of Solomon, the Hebrews adopted svme Sanscnt and
Malabar names of articles imported from India, such as. #gp4 an
ape, fukki a peacock, and algwmin the algum wood ; the Profes-
sor also shows that the names of plants, spices, and other produdts
imported by the Greeks frum the East, bore with them, as might
be expected, their Phanic.an, ur Hcbiew names, and he aites the

" word aether, which in the mouths of the Greeks Lecumes nutron,
and in English adtre ; this will be more intelligible to an English
reader, when he learns that the Hebrew word, as conveyed to the
Greeks, would cunsist of Lut the thiee letters 2 ¢ 7. The Hebrew
kinmamon, becomes in Greek, &innamomeon, and in English, anna-
mon ; mor again in Greek is murra, in Enghsh, myrrk, the
Hebrew shusian, a lily, Greek, souson, Hebrew sak, Greek sakkos,
a sack, or sack-cloth ; Hebrew gamal, Greck kamelos, a camel
Accordiag to the argument of the German critics anpd their pla-
giarists, the Hebrew kinnamon, etc., is traccable to the English
cinnamon, but some of us will be apt to conclude that the stream
does not run backwards. Professor H. gives the following exam-
ples of the names of Greek musical instruments as traceable to
the Hebrew —nevel, Greck mabla, a lyre , kinsor, Greek Anura,
aharp. It may be well to point out that our own word * navel’
is one of many which come directly from the Hebrew, and that
the instrunient (nevel) was so named on account of the resem-
-blance of its form to the navel. The four names of musical instru-
ments, vhich the critics allege that the Grecks originated, are
kitharis, a kind of harp or lyre, sambuke, another kind of harp,
psallerion, the psaltery, and symphonia, a kind of bagpipe ; these,
the Professor shows, are derived respectively from the Hebrew
ARaithros, or kitases, sabbecka, pesanterin, and sumponia , if the
critics please to affirm that the Hebrews obtained the words frum
the Greeks, we suppose the Professor can afford to laugh at them,
It is a fact (which will be interesting to scholars) that Strabo, the
Greek geographer, states that the name sgmbuke 1s of barbarian
(i. e Oricntal) ongin {Lib. x). The Professor also suggests the
following etymological consideration, which appcars to us 10 Le
too interesting to omit.  The Hebrew noun supk means a reed ;
with the addition of the terminal on we have the Hebrew siphos
atube asiphon, from which without doubt, the corresponding
word in Greek and in English 1s denved.  The instrument would
thus obtain its name from the leathern bag receiving the arr by a
tube. Unfortunately for the adverse cntics, the Greek word
swpkonsa is never employed by classical wnters as the name of a
single musical instrument, but always to represent a combination
of instruments or voices. Professor H. comments on the lack of
integrity on the part of the critics, as evidenced by their silénee
with regard to such evidence of antiquity of the books of Daniel
and Ezra respectively as is .al}'ordcd by the peculiarity of the
Chaldec cmployed in those books. It is so casy to repeat the

l
!
i
I
I
|
!
|
|
|
n
|
|
l
|
|
i
n

attacks of spurious learning, and real learning is so cu.aparatvely
rare amung those who ought to be qualified to repel such attacks,
that we du not deem it nccessary to apologize for adding another
weighty reply from Professor Hirschfelder. The Protessor ob-
serves that the Canon of the Old Testament was closed about
435 B. C,, and cnquires how, under such circumstances, the critics
can allege that the buok of Daniel was wnitten about the time of
Antiochus Epiphanes (160 B, C.) The Professor then cites
Josephus, on this point, in the following fashion—* For we have
not an innumerable wultitude of books among us, contradicting
one arother, (as the Greeks have), but only twenty-two books,
which contain the records of all past times, which are justly
believed to be Divine ; and of them. five belong to Moses, which
contain his laws and the traditions of the origin of mankind till
his death. T'his interval of time was little short of three thousand
years, but as to the time, from the death of Moses to the reign of
Artaxerxes king of Persia, who reigied after Xerxcs, the prophets,
who were after Moses, wrote down what was done in their times
in thirtcen books. The remaining four books cuntain hymns to
God, and precepts for the conduct of humaan life. It is true, our
history had been wrilten since Artaxerxes very particularly, but
hath-not been esteemed of the like authority as the former by our
forefathers, because there hath not been an exact succession of
prophets since that time.” “ During so many ages as have already
passed, no one has been so bold as citherioadd anything to tbem, .
to take anything from them, or to make any change in them ;*
but it becomes natural to all Jews, xmmcdlatcly from their very
birth, to csteem those books to_contain Divine doctrines, and to
persist in them, and if oceasion be, willingly to die for them.”
(Josephus against Aprion, b. 1, 8). Joscphus gives the number
of books of the Old Testament as twenty-two, to make the number
correspond  with the twenty two letters of the Hebrew alphabet.
His classification of the books is as follows :—5 books of Moses ;
4 books of hymns and ethics, namely, The Psalms, Proverbs, Ec-
clesiastes, and Canticles. His thirteen prophetical books are: x.
Joshua ; 2 Judges and Ruth ; 3. Samuel I, I.; 4. Kings L, II;
5. Job, 6. Isaiah, 7. Jeremiah and Lamentatiops; 8. Ezekiel ;
9. The twelve minor prophets; 10. Daniel; r1. Ezrg, I, 11 (i.e. Ezra, -
and Nehemiah), 12. Chronicles I. II.; 13. Esther ; a similar
mode of numbering the books appears to have been adopted by
Jerome in Prolog. galeato, Opp. ix, 454. Jerome sdfys: “The
books of the Old Law are in like manner twenty-two—>Moses, 5 ;
the Prophets, 8 ; the Hagiography, 9.” Josephus placed the
closing of the Canon in the reign of Artaxerxes, and this was the
time the prophet Nehemiah carried out his great work of reform.
(Neh. xiii) About 450 B. C. Nehemiah obtained permission
from Artaxerxes to visit Jerusalem, and to rebuild its walls.
About 437 B. C he returned to Artaxerxes, but two years subse-
quently he re-visited Jcrusalem, where he remained till his death,
which took place about 420 B. C, that is 260 years before the
death of- Antiochus Epiphanes, who died in Persia about 160 B.
C. It was during Nehemiah’s last visit t¢ Jerusalem that the
closing of the Canon is generally belicved to have been consum-
mated. It has always been the conviction of the Jews that the
Canon of their Scriptures was closed duriag the period of Ezra
and Nehemiah, and that all books now contained in the Hebrew
Scriptures were included in the Canon.

* joscphul probably did not suspect the pious fraud which occurs
in Judges xviii, 30, where, lest :dolau'y should attach to the family of
Moscs, sorae sacrilegidus hand has’substituted the name of ¢ Man-
assch” for that of the prophet. .



