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PREFACE.

HE Lectures printed in this volume were composed

and delivered for the instruction of students in the
University of Cambridge, and with special reference to
the Examination for the Semitic Languages Tripos.

It appears from the Caméridge University Reporter
that Professor Wright began “a short course of elemen-
tary lectures” on the Comparative Grammar of Hebrew,
Syriac and Arabic in the Easter Term of 1877, and he
continued to lecture on the subject at intervals till he was
withdrawn from work by his last illness. The manu-
script from which this volume is printed represents the
form which the Lectures ultimately assumed, after they
had passed through repeated and sedulous revision.
They were never redelivered without being retouched,
and in parts rewritten; and the whole manuscript, except
a few pages at the end, was so carefully prepared as to
be practically ready to go to press. It was Professor
Wright's intention that the lectures should one day be
printed, and during his last illness he often spoke of
this intention in such a way as to make it clear that he .
meant to publish them without any substantial modifi-
cation or addition. It was not his design to produce a
complete system of the Comparative Grammar of the
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vi PREFACE.

Semitic Languages or to give a complete account of all
recent researches and discussions, but to do through the
press for a wider circle of students what he had done
by the oral delivery of the lectures for his Cambridge
pupils. _
Under these circumstances the task of cditing the
book for publication has been very simple. I have
divided the text into chapters, for the convenience of the
reader, but have printed it for the most part word for
word as it stood in the manuscript. In a very few
places I have removed repetitions or other slight incon-
cinnities of form, but in such cases I have been careful
to introduce nothing of my own, and to limit myself to
what would certainly have been done by the author’s
own hand if he had lived to see the book through the
press. Occasionally I have thought it necessary to add
a few words [within square brackets] to complete a
reference or preclude a possible misconception, and I
have also added a few notes where the statements in
the text seemed to call for supplement or modification
in view of facts or arguments which had not yet come
under the writer's notice when the lectures were last re-
vised. So long as his health allowed, Professor Wright
closely followed all that was done in Semitic learning,
and incorporated with his manuscript, from time to time,
references to everything that he deemed important for
the practical object of the lectures. But it was no part
of his plan to give a complete view of the literature of
the subject; as a rule he only referred to essays which
he wished to encourage his hearers to read in connexion
with the lectures. Bearing this in mind, I have been
very sparing in the introduction of additional references
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to books and papers; but, on the other hand, I have
borne in mind that every written lecture must occasion-
ally be supplemented in delivery by unwritten remarks
or explanations, and a few of the notes may be regarded
as taking the place of such remarks. I have, for example,
occasionally thought it necessary to warn the reader that
certain words cited in the text are loan-words. In all
questions of phonetics this is a point of importance, and
I am informed by those who heard the lectures that
Professor Wright was careful to distinguish loan-words
as such in his teaching, in cases where the fact is not
noted in his manuscript. A considerable number of the
notes are due to the suggestion of the author’s old -and
intimate friend Professor Ndldeke, of Strassburg, who
has kindly read the lectures in proof, and the notes
signed N. or Néld. are directly taken from his observa-
tions. Some of these, which were not communicated to
me till the book was in page, have been necessarily
placed among the Additional Notes and Corrections, to
which I desire to call the special attention of the reader.
It will be observed that the Lectures do not embrace
any systematic discussion or classification of the forms of
nouns in the Semitic languages; nor can I find any
indication that the author intended to add a section on
this important and difficult subject. He seems to have
regarded it as lying beyond the region that could be
conveniently covered in a course of lectures to under-
graduates ; and he did not live to read the recent works
of his old and valued friend Professor de Lagarde
(Uebersicht tiber die im Aramiischen, Arabischen und
Hebriischen ibliche Bildung der Nomina, Gottingen
1889 : Ablk. der k. G. d. W., Bd. xxxv), and of Professor
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Barth (Die Nominalbildung in den Sem. Spracken, 1ste
Hilfte, i., Leipzig 1889). On the other hand he doubt-
less intended to complete the subject of verbal inflexion,
and I have therefore thought it right to make a few
additions to the rough sketch of the derived forms of
verbs whase third radical isor®, with which the manu-
script ended, and also to supply, by way of appendix, a
short section on verbs one of whose radicals is an ®.
Here also I have derived great advantage from Prof.
Noldeke's suggestions.

The printing of the volume, necessarily ‘slow from
the nature of the work, has been still further retarded
by a prolonged illness, which fell upon me after the early
sheets were printed off, and which would have caused
still more delay had not Mr A. Ashley Bevan, of Trinity
College, kindly undertaken to read the proofs during my
enforced absence from Cambridge. I have to thank
Mr Bevan not only for this service but for suggesting
several useful notes.

W. ROBERTSON SMITH.

CHrisT's CoLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE,

Fune, 18go.
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CHAPTER 1.

INTRODUCTORY REMARKS. THE TERM SEMITIC. DIFFUSION
AND ORIGINAL HOME OF THE SEMITES.

IN commencing a course of Lectures on the Comparative
Grammar of the Semitic Languages, I feel it almost unnecessary
to begin with an apology for my subject. The results which
may be attained by the comparative treatment of an entire class,
or cven of a single group of languages, have been patent to all,
since the time when men like Bopp, Pott and Schleicher, have
investigated the connexion of the Indo-European languages;
Jacob Grimm that of the Teutonic; and Diez that of the
Romance. What has becn done in these ficlds may yet be
accomplished in another; and every attempt to illustrate the
history and grammar of the Hebrew language in particular
ought to be welcome to its students, even though the results
should fail to be in exact conformity with preconceived notions
and ancient prejudices. .

To myself it is a matter of more importance to apologise for
the mcagrencss of the outline which is all that I can pretend to
offer. I have no great discoveries to announce, no new laws to
cnunciate. The ficld of our investigations is limited. Instead
of ranging from the farthest limits of Hindiistan to the coasts of
Ireland, and from the shores of Iceland to the isles of Greece,
we are confined, I may say, to a small portion of Western Asia.
Our position is that of the Teutonic or Romance philologist
rather than that of the Indo-European. The languages with
which we have to deal form a small group, which are as inti-
mately connected with one another as old Norse, Gothic, old
High German and old English, on the one hand; or as Italian,
Spanish, Portuguese, Provengal, French and Wallachian, on the

W. L. 1



2 THE SUBJECT AND [cHAP.

other., And not only this, but I propose to confine myself
chiefly to three of these languages—Hebrew, Syriac and Arabic;
and to consider these as they appear to us in the ancient forms
of their literary monuments, and not, save incidentally, in the
modern aspects of their spoken dialects.

You probably infer, then, that our path is a smooth one;
that there is not much to investigate; not much room for inquiry
‘or speculation. And yet this is far from being the case. On
the contrary, it is surprising how relatively little progress the
comparative philology of the Semitic languages has yet made ;
partly owing to the inherent difficulties of the subject, and partly
to the imperfection of our knowledge on many preliminary
points of importance.

A hundred years ago the Sanskrit language was barely
known to Europeans by name; so recently as 1816 appeared
Bopp’s Conjugations-System, the first work of the grcat master
and founder of the science of Comparative Grammar. And be-
hold, the mustard seed has already grown into a great tree, and
has yielded an ample and goodly crop of fruit.

Beside the results of Indo-European philology, those as yet
attained by Scmitic grammarians seem scant and dwarfish,
Since the days of Reuchlin, who died in 1522, we Europeans
have been engaged in the study of Hebrew and its sister-lan-
guages. The Dutchman De Dieu and the Swiss Hottinger, our
own Edmund Castle and the Germans Buxtorf and Ludolf, Alting
of Groningen and Danz of Jena, were among those who laid the
foundations of our science; and they found worthy successors in
the three great Dutch linguists, Schultens, Schroeder and Scheid.
But yet the labours of these scholars were not far in advance of
those of the classical philologists of their day, who speculated
upon the obvious affinities of Latin and Greek, and their con-
nexion with other languages, without being able to arrive at any
satisfactory results; simply for want of the proper key where-
with to unlock this linguistic treasury. It was reserved for the
men of our own day to take a decided step in advance. Thanks
to the studies of a Gesenius and an Ewald, a Roediger and an
Olshausen, a Dillmann and a Noeldeke, the Comparative Gram-

mar of the Semitic languages is at last beginning to assume the
proportions of a science; and we may therefore hope, before



L] - ‘ ITS LITERATURE. 3

many years are past, to see the results of their labours embodied
in a work which shall not be inferior in fulness and accuracy, I
will not say to those of Bopp and Schleicher, but rather to those
of Grimm, of Diez, and of Curtius.

You understand, then, that there exists as yet no work
which I can recommend to you as a complete text-book of
Semitic Comparative Grammar; no treatise which we can con-
fidently follow as a guide from the beginning of our course to
its end. The French Orientalist Renan proposed to himself to
write such a work; but he has not yet advanced beyond the
introduction, the Histoire Générale des Langues Sémstigques [8vo,
Paris, 1st ed. 1855]. The second part, the Systéme Comparé,
has remained, and is now, I fear, likely to remain, a desideratum.
Differing as I do from Renan, not merely in small details, but
also in various matters of principle, I can still admire the in-
dustry and scholarship which are manifest in every page of the
Histoire Générale; the justice of many of its views, and the
clearness of its style and arrangement; and I therefore advise
those of you who have not yet read it, to do so without delay, as
a good introduction to the studies to which I now invite your
attention'. In connexion with our special course I would re-
commend to you more particularly the Hebrew Grammar of
Justus Olshausen, Lekrbuck der Hebrisschen Spracke (Brunswick,
1861); that of B. Stade, Lekrbuck der Hebrisschen Grammatik,
1ter Theil (Leipzig, 1879); and Bickell's Grundriss der Hebri-
ischen Grammatik (Leipzig, 1869, 70), of which an English trans-
lation by Curtiss appeared at Lcipzig in 1877 under the title
of Outlines of Hebrew Grammar. To this little book I shall
sometimes have occasion to refer, as I prefer it to Land's
Hebrecwwsche Grammatica (Amsterdam, 1869), of which there
is also an English translation by Reginald Lane Poole, Prin-
ciples of Hebrew Grammar (London, 1876). I would also men-
tion with commendation the latest or 22nd edition of Gesenius’
Hebriiische Grammatik, by Professor Kautzsch of Tiibingen, as
furnishing some useful hints; [24th ed. Leipzig, 1885]. '

The term Semstic is, as has been often observed, more con-
venient than scientific. It is not, however, easy to invent a

! [See also Noldeke's article * Semitic Languages” in the ninth ed. of the
Encyclopacdia Britannica, vol. xxi. (Edin. 1886).]
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better; and it is, at any rate, no worse than “ Hamitic,” and
much superior to “Japhetic” or “Turanian.” The word is de-
rived, as you are aware, from the tenth chapter of the Book of
Genesis, in which the nations of the world, so far as known to
the Jews, are divided’ into three sections, not, as it would seem,
ethnographically, nor even geographically, but with reference
to political history and civilisation®. Thus alone can we satis-
factorily explain the mention of the Phoenicians and other
Canaanites among the children of Ham. That the languages
of Canaan were akin to the Hebrew, almost to identity, is
certain ; that their connexion with ancient Egyptian was a very
remote one, is equally certain—many philologists would deny it
altogether; but that Canaan and the Phoenicians were long
subject to Egypt, and that they derived a great part of their
civilisation from the Egyptlans, are historical facts which do not
admit of dispute.

The Semitic races occupy but a small portion of the earth’s
surface. They are known to us historically as the inhabitants
of the south-western corner of Asia. Their territory is bounded
on the north by Mount Taurus and the mountains of Armecnia ;
on the east, by the mountains of Kurdistan and Khiizistan, and
the Persian Gulf; on the south, by the Indian Ocean; and on
the west, by the Red Sea and the Meditcrranean. Early colo-
nisation led them across the strait of Bib el-Mandeb into the
country which we call Abyssinia; and they also occupicd, at an
extremely remote period, various points on the shores of the
Mecditerrancan Sea and even of the Atlantic Ocean, the trading
ports of the energetic Phoenician race.

If you ask me whether the Semites were autochthones—
whether they were the original, primitive inhabitants of the
Asiatic region above described,—I must beg of you to formulate
the question differently.

It seems certain, on the evidence of ancient monuments,
that the great basin of the Tigris and Euphrates was originally
occupied by a non-Semitic people or peoples, of no mean
civilisation, the inventors of the cuneiform system of writing.
Hebrew tradition, as contained in the Old Testament, mentions

3 See Tiele, Vergrlijkende Geschiedemis vamw de Egyptische en Mesopotamische
Godsdiensten [8vo, Amsterdam, 1873), p. 30.
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various gigantic tribes as the primitive inhabitants of Palestine
(P32 D753, 1 Chron. vii. 21), such as the Emim, DYOMY,

Néphilim, 837, Répha'im, DNPY), ‘Analim, DRIN,
Zazim, D'IYD), and Zamzummim, n’mm the Horim or Troglo-
dytes, D™}, and others; some of whom at least were probably

non-Semitic.

It appears then that in certain parts of their territory the
Semites were not autochthones, but a foreign conquering race.
Was this the case with the whole Semitic region? Does the
cradle of the Semites lie within the boundaries designated above,
or-outside of them? That is the shape which your question
should take.

Here, on the very threshold of our inquiries, the opinions of
the best modern authorities diverge widely, some maintaining (as
I myself was formerly inclined to do) that the Semites were
ancient immigrants from the North East ; others that their home

~ was in the South, whence they gradually overspread the whole of

Syria and Mesopotamia by successive migrations in a northerly
direction. In recent times the former view has been upheld, to
mention only a very few names, by von Kremer, Guidi, and
Hommel; the latter by Sayce, Sprenger, Schradcr, and De
Goeje. )

It was in 1875 that von Kremer pubhshed in a German
periodical called Das Ausland (nos. 1 and 2) two articles on
“ Semitische Culturentlehnungen aus dem Pflanzen- und Thier-
reiche,” i.e. on plants and animals which the Semites obtained,
with their names, from other races. His conclusions, so far as
they interest us at the present moment, are briefly these. Before
the formation of the different Semitic dialects, they had a name
for the camel, which appears in all of them; whereas they have
no names in common for the date-palm and its fruit, or for the’
ostrich. The one the Semites knew while they were as yet one
people, dwelling together; the others they did not know. Now
the region where there is neither date-palm nor ostrich, and yet
where the camel has been known from the remotest antiquity, is
the great central tableland of Asia, near the sources of the Oxus
and Jaxartes, the Jaihiin and Saihiin. Von Kremer regards the
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Semitic emigration from this region as having preceded the
Aryan or Indo-European, perhaps under pressure from the latter
race; and he holds that the Semites first settled in Mesopotamia
and Babyloma, which he looks upon as the oldest centre of
Semitic civilisation. “In der babylonisch-mesopotamischen
Niederung, wo die Semiten sich angesammelt hatten, entstand
das erste und ilteste semitische Culturcentrum.”

In 1879 the Italian orientalist Ignazio Guidi wrote a memoir
upon the primitive seat of the Semitic peoples, “Della sede
primitiva dei popoli Semitici,” which appcared among the
publications of the Reale Accademia dei Lincei, His line of
argument is much the same as von Kremer's (whose articles
appear to have been unknown to him). Comparing the words
in the various Semitic languages which express the configurations
of the carth’s surface, the varicties of soil, the changes of the
seasons and climate, the names of minerals, plants and animals,
etc., Guidi arrives at nearly the same conclusions as von Kremer,
viz. (1) that Babylonia was the first centre of Semitic life,
“ siamo sempre riportati alla Babilonide come centro degli anti-
chissimi Semiti (p. 48)”; and (2) that these primitive Semites
were immigrants from the lands to the 'S, and S.W. of the
Caspian Sea, which he regards as “ probabile punto di partenza
degli antenati dei Semiti (p. §1).”

In the same year, 1879, Hommel wrote a paper on this
subject, which I do not possess in its original shape. His
conclusion, however, is nearly identical with that of von Kremer
and Guidi, that lower Mesopotamia, and not Arabia, was the
original seat of the Semites. You will find his views stated briefly,
with some slight polemic against von Kremer, in his book Dz
Namen der Sdugethiere bes den Siidsemitischen Volkern [Leipzig,
1879), p. 406 sqq. Consult also his later work, Die Semitiscken
Vilker u. Sprachen, 1883, especially p. 63.

Assuming for the moment the correctness of this view,—
taking it for granted that the Semites first settled as one race in
Mesopotamia and Babylonia,—how are we to depict to ourselves
their dispersion over the territory which they subsequently occu-
pied? Somewhat as follows :—

Having forced their way through the mountainous region of
Kurdistan, and reached the Tigris, the Semites would cross it
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and settle in the country between the Tigris and Euphrates,

Thence they would gradually make their way southwards by

two different lines, through what we call Syria and Babylonia. -
The one branch would extend.its wanderings as far as Canaan;

the other to the head of the Persian Gulf, where in process of
time they would cast off a fresh swarm, which occupied Arabia

and then crossed over into Africa. All this of course is supposed

to happen in pre-historic times; as Guidi says, “tale parml che

possa esscre stato il movimento pretstonco di questi popoli.”

Let us now consider the opposite view, which I am at present
strongly inclined to adopt.

The plainest statement of it in English is that of Sayce in
his Assyrian Grammar (1872), p. 13: “ The Semitic traditions
all point to Arabia as the original home of the race. It is the
only part of the world which has remained exclusively Semite.
The racial characteristics—intensity of faith, ferocity, exclusnve-
ness, imagination—can best be explained by a desert origin.”

Similarly Sprenger in his Alte Geogr. Arabiens (Bern, 1875),
p. 293 : “ All Semites are according to my conviction successive
layers of Arabs. They deposited themselves layer upon layer;
and who knows, for example, how many layers had preceded the
Canaanites, whom we encounter at the very beginning of history?”
“Alle Semiten sind nach meiner Ueberzeugung abgelagerte
Araber. Sie lagerten sich Schichte auf Schichte, und wer weiss, -
die wie vielte Schichte zum Beispiel die Kanaaniter, welche wir
zu Anfang der Geschichte wahrnehmen, waren'?”

Schrader expresses views of the same nature in an article in
the ZDMG. for 1873, vol. xxvii. pp. 397—424. After a long
discussion of the religious, linguistic and historico-geographical
relations of the different Semitic nations to one another, hé
arrives at the conclusion that Arabia is the home of these races :
“ Die Erwiigung der rcligiés-mythologischen, weiter der linguis-
tischen, nicht minder der allgemein geschichtlich-geographischen
Verhiltnisse, weist uns nach Arabien als den Ursitz des Semi-
tismus” (p. 421).

Lastly, De Goeje in his academical address for 1882, Het
Vaderland der Semietische Volken, has distinctly declared himself

1 [The same view is alrendy expressed and defended in Sprenger's Leben lmd
Lehre des Aohammad, Bd i. (Berlin, 1869), p. 341 5¢.]
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in favour of the view that Central Arabia is the home of the
Semitic race as a whole. Laying it down as a rule without ex-
ception that mountaineers never become inhabitants of the steppe
and nomade shepherds,-De Goeje rejects the notion that the
Semites can have descended from the mountains of the Arrapa-
chitis to become dwellers in the plains and swamps of Babylonia.
On the other hand he shews how nomadces are continually pass-
ing over into agriculturists with settled habitations; how villages
and towns are gradually formed, with cultivated lands around
them ; and how the spacc ncedful for the pasturing nomadc is
thus gradually curtailed until the land becomes too narrow for
him and he is forced to seek a home clsewhere. So it fared with
Central Arabia. The rcsult was that the nomade population
was incessantly overstepping its bounds in every direction, and
planting itself in Syria, Babylonia, ‘Omén, or Yaman. Suc-
cessive layers of emigrants would drive their predecessors in
.Syria and Babylonia farther northwards towards the borders of
Kurdistin and Armenia, and thus the whole of Mesopotamia
would be gradually semitised, and even portions of Africa would
in course of time more or less completely share the same fate.
This process, I may rcmark, has often been repeated in more
recent, historical times, in which the Arab migration has over-
flooded the whole of Syria and Mesopotamia. In the earliest
centurics of the Christian cra, the wealthy city of Palinyra was
ruled, I may say, by a company of Arab merchants. Three
petty kingdoms, those of Ghassin, of the Tha‘labites, and of
al-Hirah, divided between them the southern part of the Syrian
steppe ; and in the struggles between the Byzantine and Persian
empires the Arabs of Mesopotamia had always to be reckoned
with, and yielded a reluctant obedience to the one side or- the
other. De Goeje also lays stress upon the fine climate of Central
Arabia and the splendid physical and mental development of
the race; and, like Schrader, compares their language with those
of the other Semites in the earliest stage at which we know
thcm, drawing the inference that the speech of the Arabs is the
ncarest approximation that we can have to the primitive Semitic
tongue. “En dat van alle Semietische talen het Arabisch het
naast staat aan de moedertaal, waaruit zij gesproten zijn, is over-
tuigend bewezen door hoogleeraar Schrader te Berlijn (p. 16).”



L) SEMITIC RACE. 9

This view is of course diametrically opposed to that of Sayce,
who claims for the Assyrian “the same position among the
Semitic tongues that is held by Sanskrit in the Aryan family of
speech.” Which of these scholars is in the right we shall be
better able to judge by and by. Meanwhile I will only say
that I range myself on the Arabic side with Schrader and De
Goeje.

Accepting this view of the cradle of the Semites,—assuming
that they spread from Arabia as their centre,—how shall we
depict to ourselves their dispersion over the Semitic territory?
Let Schrader speak. He imagines the northern Semites—i.e.,
the Arameans, Babylonians and Canaanites—to have parted in
a body from their brethren in the south, and to have settled in
Babylonia, where they lived together for a long period. The
Arameans would be the first to separate from the main body of
emigrants; at a considerably later period the Canaanites; last
of all the Assyrians. At the same time an emigration would be
going on in a southerly direction. Lcaving the northern Arabs
in Central Arabia, these emigrants would settle on the southern
coast of the peninsula, whence a band of them subsequently
crossed the sea into Africa and pitched in Abyssinia®,

! [On all these theories of the cradle of the Semitic race see also Nioldeke's
remarks in Enc. Brit. xxi. 643. He himself suggests, * not as a definite theory but
as a modest hypothesis,” that the primitive seat of the Semites is to be sought in
Africa, though he regards the Arabian theory as ‘‘not untenable.” It may be observed
that, if the Semites originally came from Africa, Arabia may yet be the centre from
which they spread over other parts of Asia.]



CHAPTER II.

GENERAL SURVEY OF TIIE SEMITIC LANGUAGES.

I NOW proceed to give you a more detailed account of the
several languages, or groups of languages, which constitute the
Semitic family. I divide them broadly into the sorthern, Semites
and the souwthern Semites. By the former I understand the
Arameans, the Canaanites and Hebrews, the Babylonians and
Assyrians; by the latter, the northern Arabs, the southern
Arabs or Himyarites, and thc Ge'ez or Abyssinians. In the
‘course of my description it may, perhaps, be better to follow a
geographical than a historical arrangement ; for this reason, that
linguistic and political history arc very different things; that one
nation may have played its part in the world’s history, and have
disappeared from the stage, long before a kindred people has
come prominently into notice; and yet, from a linguistic point
of view, the language of the latter may exhibit their common
speech in a more antique phase, and may prove in the hands of
the comparative philologist a more efficient implement than that
of the former. An example of what I mean is afforded us by
the Icelandic, which among all the existing Teutonic dialects
has retained the greatest number of original forms with the least
alteration. Another and still better instance is the Lithuanian
language. It is spoken by only a couple of millions of people
(at most) on the borders of Prussia and Russia; its earliest
written literary document dates from the middle of the sixteenth
century; and yet it has preserved many of the forms of Indo-
European speech in a less corrupted condition than any of its
European congencrs, aye, than any dialect of the entire family
which is not at least two thousand years older.

The causes which produce results such as these are, probably,
" manifold ; but some of them at any rate are, as it seems to me,
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sufficiently clear. Language is after all, as Whitney has re-
marked, the work of tradition ; we speak as we were taught by
our fathers and mothers, who were in their turn trained by a
preceding generation. This process of transmission is always,
and necessarily, more or less imperfect. Hence language is
always undcrgoing a process of modification, partaking of the
nature both of decay and of growth. The less imperfect the
transmission, the slighter will the modification obviously be.
Now two circumstances abovc all others are favourable to the
continuity and complcteness of linguistic tradition: isolation is
the one ; the possession of a literature is the other. If a race,
speaking a single language, occupics a circumscribed territory, so
long as that race is confined within those narrow limits, and
thrown but little into contact with surrounding races, the forces
which produce linguistic decay and growth are, if not entirely
repressed, at least limited in their operation. Dialectic differences
will probably arise, but they will be comparatively few and
trifling. On the other hand, if the said race extends its territory
largcly, by conquest or colonisation, and is thrown into constant
contact or collision with other races, the decay and growth of its
speech proceeds with greatly accelerated rapidity; and the
language runs no small risk of being ultimately broken up into
several languages, the speakers of which are no longer mutually
intelligible. Here the possession of a literature steps in as a
counteracting force, exercising a strong conservative influence.
English, as is well known, has changed less since Shakespear’s
time than it did in the interval between him and Chaucer; and
certainly much less since Chaucer’s age than it did during the
five preceding centuries. So too with Arabic. As long as the
Arabs wcre confined within the limits of their pcninsula, the
variations of their speech were but small. We know indeed of
dialectic differences, but they are neither numerous nor im-
portant. The words and names handed down to us from
antiquity as Arabic,—whether in the cuneiform inscriptions, the
Bible, or the writers of Grecce and Rome,—are easily recognisable
as such, unless when they have undergone corruption in the
course of transmission. Since Muhammad’s time, however, the
changes have been more rapid and numerous; and by this time
the natives of Syria, Egypt, and Morocco, would perhaps have
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been scarcely intelligible to one another, had it not been for the
link of a common litcrature, commencing with the ancicnt pocts
and the Kor'an. The existence of this link has greatly retarded
the processes of growth and decay ; and hence it happens that
the Arabic of the present day is a far closer representative of the
language as spoken, say, two thousand years ago, than modern
Italian and French are of the Latin of the same period.

We commence, then, our survey of the Semitic tongues with
the Northern section, and herein with the Eastern group, which,
as it happens, is the first to appear prominently in the field of
history. This group comprises two very closely allied lan-
guages, the Babylonian and Assyrian, which have been pre-
served to us in numerous inscriptions, written in cuneiform or
wedge-shaped characters. The earliest of these inscriptions go
back beyond the time of the Babylonian king Hammurabi, who
cannot, according to the best authoritics, have flourished later
than circa 1500 B.C.; and the latest come down to the beginning
of the fourth century B.C., when the Persian monarch Artaxerxes
Mnemon reigned'.: They are all written, unfortunately for us, in
a non-Semitic character, primitively hieroglyphic, and of pecu-
liar complexity, one of the varieties of the cuneiform type. Into
a full description of these, and the history of their decipher-
ment, so far as it has till now been accomplished, I cannot here
enter. The Assyrian character, as I shall call it for shortness’ sake,
is not alphabetical, but syllabaric. Such syllables as £a, 45, 4,
ak, ik, uk, are each expressed by a single sign, as well as sylla-
bles of the form £am, kim, sak, sik. These latter compound
syllables may, however, be also denoted by two signs, the one
indicating a syllable which ends with a certain vowel, and the
other a syllable which begins with the same vowel ; c.g. £a-am,
si-tk. Under these circumstances alone, the learning to read
Assyrian texts with fluency would be no light task; but the
difficulty is enormously enhanced by the fact that a great num-
ber of the signs employed in writing are not syllables but ideo-
grams; not phonetic signs, but characters dcnoting an object or
idea. Somec of these ideograms have no phonctic value what-
ever ; whilst others are both ideographic and have a phonetic

i [The Br. Mus. has an inscr. of Antiochus I., Soter, of the year 269 B.C.]
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value as well. For instance --' as a syllable sounds an, but as
an ideogram it means “God,” s/, which is otherwise written
phonetically with two signs, #-/u. One class of ideograms are
mere determinatives, their object being solely to indicate the
nature of the following group of signs; e.g. ' before every
name of a man, Q! before most names of countries, etc.

How much perplexity is caused by the intermixture of these
idcograms with the phonctic signs you can easily conceive ; and
that the Assyrians themselves found a difficulty herein is ob-
vious from their use of what is called *the phonetic comple-
ment.” This consists in the addition to an ideogram of one or
two phonetic signs, indicating the termination of the word
denoted by the idecogram. For example, a certain combination
of wedges sounds KI; but as an ideogram it means “the earth.”
Consequently the phonetic complement #v is added to it, to
lead the reader to the correct pronunciation, which is not 4i-#sv,
but frsi-tiv (m) Two ideograms, the phonetic values of

which arc SU-AS, mean “I burned.” Now in Assyrian the
idca of “burning” is expressed by sarap, ssrup (qj?), or kavd,

ikvn (M3). Conscquently, when the 1st pers. sing. imperf. of

the former verb is intended, the syllable #p is added to the ideo-
grams SU-AS, and the whole word, though written SU.AS. p,
is pronounced asrup. We do something of this kind ourselves,
but on a very limited scale, when we write LSD, and read
“ pounds, shillings and pence”; or write & and 1.c. and vis., and
pronounce “and” and “that is” and “namely.” The Persians
made more use of the same procedure in writing the Pahlavi
character. Using a strange jumble of Semitic and Persian,
thcy wrote /imd and bsrd [i.e. the Aramaic lakmd, “brcad”;
besrd, “flcsh”™), but spoke ndn and gdskt; thcy wrote ab and
rcad pit [“father”), but abditr did duty for [the synonym] pstar.

To rcturn to thc Assyrian. A yet greater difficulty lics
ahcad of the decipherer than any of those already mentioned ;
for it seems to have been established that some at least both of
the syllabic signs and of the ideograms are polyphonic, that is,
have several different sounds and significations.

For further dctails and explanations I must refer you to the
works of Ménant, Smith, Oppert, Sayce and Schrader, espe-
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cially the treatise of the last-named scholar in the ZDMG., vol.
xxvi. pp. 1—392; Sayce, An Assyrian Grammar for compara-
tive purposes, 1872; An Elementary Grammar of the Assyrian
Language, in “ Archaic Classics,” 1875 (2nd ed. 1877)". The re-
searches of these and other writers, such as Rawlinson, Hincks
and Norris, not to mention younger scholars, such as Delitzsch,
Haupt and Hommel, have rendered it clear that the language of
the Assyrian and Babylonian empires, as handed down to us in
this particular variety of cuneiform writing, was a member of
the North Semitic group, closely connected with Phoenician
and Hebrew, and only in a somewhat less degree with Aramaic.

As I shall not often refer hereafter to the Assyrian tongue, I
may take this opportunity of stating that, in regard to its vowels,
the Assyrian seems to have preserved more than the Hebrew of
that ancient simplicity which is so canspicuous in the Arabic.
It appears to possess only the three radical vowel sounds 4,4, %, a
fact which neced not surprise us, if we look to the written vocali-
sation of the Arabic and to the analogy of Sanskrit in the Indo-
European family®. In respect to its consonants, however, the
Assyrian approaches more nearly to the lower level of the
Phoenician and Hebrew, as contrasted with the higher level of
the Arabic. This is especially obvious in regard to the sibilants,

as “three” Salasti, ﬁ'??, X “manly,” sikare, 921, ;.;
v

Some salient and distinctive features in its grammar we may

have occasion to notice from time to time; and I therefore only

remark in conclusion that this eastern branch of the North
Semitic languages has left no modern representative whatever.

Proceeding northward and westward, we mect with the great
" Aramean or central group of the North Semitic dialects,

The Bible has made you familiar with the name of Ardm
(written Bﬂ&, constr. bﬁN for which we should rather have

expected Dﬂt{ agreeably to the analogy of '1:11 "Dﬂ). It
- speaks of PUE'I OW or “the Aram of Damascus, n:ﬁ! oW,

1 [See also Lyon, Auynan Manual (Chicago, 1886) ; Delitzach, Assyr, Gr. (Berlin,
1889).]

® [But Haupt (Asver. Sourn. of Philol. viii. (1887), p. 165 sgg.) and Delitzsch
maintain the existence of ¢ in Assyrian.]
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n;gp DW, ectc, all places situated in Syria. D“'_l::l'l D,

« Aram of the two rivers,” is usually supposed to mean Mesopo-
famia, but it is possible that the two rivers were not the Euphra-
tes and Tigris, but the Euphrates and its chief affluent the
" Chabdras or Khibiir, which would limit the designation to the
western half of what is generally understood by Mesopotamia.
A part of this territory bore the name of D‘:n_% |3B, which we

may probably identify with the village of ﬁ;.é, called by the
Arab geographers c)“:; [Faddan), near Harrin. Ardm seems,

therefore, not to be a geographical or political designation, but
the ancient name of the race, which they brought with them in
their wanderings from the banks of the lower Tigris, the district

known in the time of the Sdsdnians, and even later, as ]..:.Sb')']' Aus
[Beth Armayé€]}, or “the home of the Arameans.” Now the Jews,
as is well known, employed the word ‘RO"W (*D"WR) in the sense

of “gentile,” “heathen”; and under the influence of their usage,
it was retained by the Syrian translators of the New Testament
to express "EXyves, é0venol, and similar words. But a term
which was used in the Bible to designate “heathens” could no
longer be borne by a Christian people. Hence the old name was

modified into 1aSo8]’ [Arimayi); but even this was gradually
discarded and replaced by another, the Greek designation of
“Syrians.” This is merely an abbreviation of “Assyrians.” At
first the Greeks called all the subjects of the Assyrian empire
*Acavpios, or more usually by the shorter form Zdpios or Zvpoe.
Subsequently, as they became better acquainted with these
regions, they used the fuller form *Acovpla to designate the
lands on the banks of the Tigris, whilst the shorter form Svpla
served as the name of the western lands; and at last this term
was adopted by the Arameans themselves, who as Christians

applied to themselves the term ii3ac [Surydyé]. See Noel-
deke in Hermes for 1871, p. 443, and in ZDMG. xxv. 113.

From its northern settlements the Aramean race gradually
extended itself over the whole of Syria, Palestine and Mesopo-
tamia ; and its language is consequently known to us in various
forms, attaining their litcrary development at different periods.
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Firstly, there is the dialect of northern Mesopotamia, specifi-
cally of the district around Orhai (Urhéi) or Edessa, which we
commonly call Syriac. It is known to us as a literary language
from about the second century after Christ down to the thirteenth
or fourteenth. The best grammars of it for our purpose are those
of Noeldeke [Leipzig, 1880] and Duval [Paris, 1881].

Secondly, there are the dialects of Syria Proper and of Pales-
tine, the region to the west of the Euphrates. These are usually
spoken of by the absurd designation of Chaldce, which would
properly mean something very different, as we have seen above.
Leaving out of account two words in the book of Genesis (ch.
xxxi. 47) and a verse in Jeremiah (ch. x. 11), the oldest literary
monuments of this branch of Aramaic are certain passages in
the book of Ezra (ch. iv. 8—vi. 18, vii. 12—26), going back to
the end of the sixth or the beginning of the fifth century B.C,
which are, as Renan says, really specimens of the Aramaic of
the time of Darius Hystaspis, Xerxes, and Artaxcrxes Longima-
nus’. About the Aramaic portions of the book of Daniel there
is a doubt, for they are, according to the best foreign critics, of
much later date, having been written by a Palestinian Jew in the
time of Antiochus Epiphanes, about 166 or 165 B.C. This point,
however, is one which I am not called upon to settle, and I con-
tent myself with merely indicating the doubt. Then follow the
Biblical Targams, Onkelos, Junathan, Pseudo-Jonathan, and the
Yérishalmi. Now, do not for a moment suppose that the Jews
lost the use of Hebrew in the Babylonian captivity, and brought
back with them into Palestine this so-called Chaldee. The
Aramean dialect, which gradually got the upper hand since the
fourth or fifth century B.C, did not come that long journey
across the Syrian desert; it was #kere, on the spot; and it ended
by taking possession of the field, side by side with the kindred
dialect of the Samaritans, as excmplified in their Targiim of the
Pentateuch, their festal services and hymns. For the grammati-

! [See however Kuenen, Onmdersock, and ed. (Leiden, 1887) vol. i. p. s02 s¢.,
where the view is taken that the author of Chronicles-Ezra-Nchemiah made extracts
from an Aramaic work : this work may have been written in the Persian period, and
it contained authentic history, but the documents it citcs are not literally authentic.
Upon this view the language of the Aramaic portions of Ezra is not so old as Renan

supposes.] i
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cal study of the’ Biblical Aramaic I recommend to you the
grammar of S. D. Luzzatto, Elementi grammaticali del caldeo
biblico e del dialctto talmudico-babilonese, which has bcen trans-
lated into German by Kriiger (Breslau 1873) and into English
by Goldammer, rabbi at Cincinnati (New  York, 1876). The
works of Winer and Petermann may also be named. The for-
mer has becn donc into English by Riggs and by Longfield.
Turpic's Manual (1879) may be found convenient; but Kautzsch's
Grammatik des Biblisch-aramadisschen (Leipzig, 1884) is the best
in its particular field. The best Samaritan grammars are those
of Uhlemann (Leipzig, 1837), and Petermann (Berlin, 1873).
That of Nicholls may also be mentioned.

Subordinatc dialects of this second class are :—

(@) The Egyptian Aramaic, as exhibited, for example, in
the stele of Sakkara, now in the Berlin Museum!; in the inscrip-
tion preserved at Carpentras in France®; in the papyri Blacassiani,
formerly in the collection of the Duc de Blacas, now in the British
Muscum?®; and the papyrus of the Louvre edited by thc Abbé
Bargés!. The Berlin stele is dated in the fourth year of Xerxes,
RC. 482. The other monuments specified, and a few more of the
same class, may perhaps be ascribed, as M. Clermont-Ganneau
maintains®, to the periods of Persian sway in Egypt, B.C. §27 to
405 and B.C. 340 to 332; but it is possible that some of them at
any ratc may be of later date, the work of Jews dwelling in
Egypt.

(6) The Nabathean dialect, or that of inscriptions found.
in Haurdn, Petra, and the Sinaitic Peninsula, as well as at
Taimd and Madamn Salih or al-Hijr in North Arabia. The
great inscription of Taimi® is of the Persian period and
thercfore some centurics anterior to the Christian era. The
inscriptions discovercd by Doughty at Madarmn Salih, and just
published by the French Academy’, date from B.C. 3 to

! [Figured and published in the Palacographical Society’s Oriental Series, Plate
Ixii.] :

8 [Fbid. Plate Ixiv.]

8 [7bid. Plates xxv., xxvi.]

3 [Papyrus égyplo-araméen, Paris, 1861.) _

8 (Revne Archdologigue 1878, 79, xxxvi. 93 s9g., xxxvil. 21 sg¢.]

¢ [Published by Nildeke in Sitsungsb. d. &. I'v. Acad. su Berlin, 10.July, 1884.]

? [ Documents ‘pigraphigues, &e., 4" Parix, 188¢; now superscded for most of the
inscriptions by Euting's Nabatdische Inschriften ans Arabien, 4° Berlin, 1885.]

W. L. 2
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A.D. 79'. The Sinaitic inscriptions are certainly not of carlier
date, whatever the Rev. Ch. Forster may have written to the
contrary®.

(¢) The dialect of the inscriptions found at Tadmor or
Palmyra, a large collection of which has been published by the
Comte de Vogiié in his work Syrie Centrale, Inscriptions Sémi-
tiques, 4to, Paris, 1868—77, on which Nocldcke has based his
admirable article in the ZDMG., vol. xxiv., p. 85. They range
from g B.C. to the latter part of the third century of our era.
Since Dc Vogii¢’s publication considerable additions have been
made to our stock, notably one large bilingual inscription in
three columns, containing a tariff of taxes and imposts on
merchandise of various sorts®

(d) The dialect spoken by the Christians of Palestine, the
principal literary monument of which is a Lectionary, edited by
the Count Miniscalchi-Erizzo under the misleading title of
Evangeliarium Hierosolymitanum [4to, Verona, 1861, 64), since
there is nothing to connect it specially with Jerusalem. The
remaining relics of this literature have been collected by Land
in the fourth volume of his Anecdota Syriaca [4to, Lugd. Bat.
1875]. They comprise portions of the Old and New Testaments,
hymns and fragments of theological writings. " The grammar of
this dialect has been written by Noeldeke in the ZDMG., vol.
- xxii. p. 443. The extant MSS. of the lectionary belong to about
the eleventh century, but as a spoken language this dialect was
probably extinct several centuries before that time.

The third and last subdivision of the Aramean branch com-
prehends the dialects which occupied the Assyrian mountains
and the plains of al-‘Irdk. Of the former, so far as ancient times

! [These are the dates given by the French academicians. The inscription which
they assign to B.C. 3 (Doughty 7=Euting 11) is really, according to Euling’s more
petfect copy, of the fortieth year of Harithat IV.=A.D. 31. But Euting 1 (which was
not in Doughty’s collection) dates from the first year of this king, so that the series
begins in B.C. 9. Again the inscription of the fourth year of Rab'él (Euting 28=
Doughty 19), which the academicians place in A.D. 79, is assigned by Euting with
more probability to A.D. 75. The date of king Rab’él depends on the reading of the
inscription of Dmér, published by Sachau in ZDMG. xxxvili. (1884) p. 535.]

8 [Euting has copies of dated Sinaitic inscriptions of the 3rd Christian cent.]

8 [Published by De Vogii in Fournal Asiatigue, Ser. 8, t.i. ii. (1883). Sce also
ZDMG. xxxvii. §62 sgg., and xlii. 370 sg¢., where the literature is fully cited.]
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are concerncd, we know little or nothing. Of the latter, to which

Arab writers apply the name Nabathean ( ‘;L: or ‘;Ll;:). the

older representative is the language of the Babylonian Talmad
(cxclusive of certain portions, which are written in late Hebrew).
Its morc modern representative, which has only died out as a
spoken language within the last few centuries, is the Mandaitic,
the dialect of thc Mandeans or Gnostics (R"NT38D), otherwise
called Sabians (i.c. “Washers,” from their frequent ablutions and

washings, wif‘;“’ rad. N3¥ =)3¥, or W\) and, though

very absurdly, St John's Christians. A miserable remnant of
this race still lingers in Chizistin [and near Bagra], where they
have been visited by Petermann and other recent travellers ; but
cven their pricsts seem now to understand but little of their
Aramaic dialect. Our MsS. of their religious works are all
modcrn, the oldest in. Europe being of the sixteenth century.
The grammar of this dialect too has been written by the inde-
fatigable Noeldeke, Mandiische Grammatik, Halle, 1875.

All these Aramean dialects may be divided into two classes,
which are readily distinguishable by the form of the 3rd pers.
sing. masc. of the Imperfect. In the western dialects—Biblical
Aramaic, the Targiims, the Samaritan, the Egyptian Aramaic,
the Nabathean, the Palmyrene, and the Christian dialect of

Palestine—the prefix of this person is yodk, ‘7(9")‘, whereas in

the castern dialccts—at least in Syriac—it is nun, Na}a3y. The
usage of the Babylonian Talmiid and the Mandaitic appcars to
fluctuate between 7 and / though niin. preponderates in the
latter. The form with / appears occasionally in Biblical Aramaic,
and very rarely in the Targiims, but it is restricted to the verb

N (NU72 or i, b, 1)

Each of these two classes of Aramaic dialects has its moder
representative. Around the village of Ma‘lild, among the hills
a short. distance N.N.E. of Damascus, Syriac is still spoken, more
by the women and children than by the men of the locality.
The prefix of the 3rd pers. sing. masc. Imperf. is yidk, and this
dialect thercfore represents the Western Aramaic.  For instance:

2—2
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In the mounta'fns of Diyar-Bakr and Kurdistan, northwards of
Mosul, from Maridin and Midyad on the west as far as Urmiah or

PR

Uriimiah and Selmis ( U"\"L‘) on the east, other Aramaic dialects
are still spoken by the Christian and Jewish populations, who, in
the eastern districts at least, have a hard struggle for existence
among the Muhammadan Kurds. The eastern dialect—the
grammar of which has been written first by the American
Missionary Stoddard [London 1865], and afterwards more fully
and accurately by Noeldeke®—is usually called Modern Syriac
or Neo-Syriac. This term is, however, erroneous, in so far'as the
said dialect, though a representative of the old Eastern Aramaic,
is not directly descended from the more ancient language which
we usually call Syriac, but from a lost sister tongue. Owing to
the state of its verbal inflection, we cannot say for certain that
the 3rd pers. sing. masc. Imperf. was formed with # instead of y,
though this is highly probable, considering its rclation to Syriac
on the one side and Mandaitic on the other; but several points
connect it more closely with the Mandaitic and the dialect of
the Talmiid Babli than with Syriac. For example, the infin.

Pa“@l in old Syriac is N.'n&), but in modern Syriac it is
]4'°r“ (NnYN), ].90;5 (&Pﬁ"@), which stand (as the usagc of
some subdialects shews) for Nm‘i'ﬂ:ll?, NP_h@Q, and correspond
very closely to Talmudic forms like ‘113, WD, R:i‘?g, and
Mandaitic forms like R*'2Y W3, N‘ﬁ\"m’, N’m'xp. In one respect

there is a curious approximation to Ilcbrew, viz. in the existence
of participles Pu“al and Hof“al, of which old Syriac has no trace, _
though we find the latter in Biblical Aramaic and perhaps in

Palmyrene. When the modern Syrian says 02 A i

1 [Sce Ferrelle in Fourn. R. As. Soc. xx. (1863), p. 43¢ sgg., Nokicke in ZDAMG.
xxi. 183 sgg., Huart in Fournal As. Ser. 7, t. xii. (1878), p. 490 s¢¢., and Duval, 25id,
t. xiii. (1879), p- 456 sgg. Fuller information is promised by Prym and Socin.]

# [Gr. der meusyrischen Spracke am Urmia-See und in Kurdistan, Leipz. 186§)
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parkin, “1 will save,” he uses a Pa“él participle actfve, with the
loss of the initial m, AD s being a contraction of ? l%n (52 is
requircd that], and {_9;.6 standing for 'm .o.;...éSo [saving e,
I. But when he says «a AOS® purkit I1, 1 have saved
thee,” he employs a Pu“al participle, AO3a@ being a contraction

of AS] .o%q.a&o, so that the literal meaning is “ thou hast been
saved by me.” The original form .oio.a&o is of course identical -
with the Hcbrew le:!b, '-['I'Db, ﬁ:\b?, and quite distinct from

‘dd
the old Syriac and Arabic passive participles \\.&Eﬁm JAke.

These Neo-Syriac dialects have been largely illustrated of late
years by the publications of Socin and Prym, of Merx, and of
Duval".

. I pass on from the Central or Aramaic to the next great
division of the Semitic family, the Western, the members of
which inhabited the narrow strip of land on the coast of the
Mecditerranean Sea, from the mouth of the Orontes southwards.

Here we have two different, though kindred, layers of
population to deal with.

(1) The Canaanites, under which term we include the
Bén& Héth or Hittites, the Amorites, Jebusites, and some other
tribes frequently mentioned in Scripture in close connexion with
onc another, and the Phoenicians of the scacoast. The Philistincs,
who occupied part of the south of Palestine and afterwards gave
their name to the whole country, I purposely exclude for the
present, as being aAAdpuros, of a yet uncertain race, though
not improbably Semitic, ,

Just as the various Aramean tribes called themselves D‘!&;{_’

so these Canaanites called themselves by the common name of
Xvd, i.e. 133, Stephanus Byzantius says that Xvd was an old
name for Phoenicia; Sanchuniathon, [Philo Byblius, ap. Euseb. P».

1 [Prym and Socin, Der nen-aram. Dialect des Tily *Abdin, Gott. 1881 ; Socin,
Die nen-aram. Dialecte von Urmia bis Mosul, 4° Tiib. 1881 (cf. Néldeke in ZDAMG.
xxxvi. 669 sgg.); Duval, Les dialectes neo bens de Salamas, Paris, 1883 ; Merx,
Neusyrisches Leseb. 4to, Breslan, 1873; Guidi in ZDAMG. xxxvii. 393 sg9.]
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Ev.i. 10 (Fr. Hist. Gr. iii. 569)] that it was the name of a god or
of a heroic ancestor. In the Old Testament it appecars as a geo-
graphical term, under the form ]9)3 [which is taken to mean.

“lowland”]. Whether this territorial sense was the original one,
may be doubted. Palestine, as a whole, is anything but a low,
flat country ; and the supposed contrast with oW is out of the

question. It may be that the name was brought by these tribes,
as a national designation, from their original home in lower
Mesopotamia ; or it may be that, as a national designation, it
has some other source as yet unknown to us.

Of the different Canaanite races the only onc that attained
and maintained a great political importance was the Phocnician.
From the district of Sidon and Tyre the Phoenicians gradually
spread, principally northwards, along the coast of Syria, occupying

such places as Bérgtos (Beiriit), Byblos (593 [Gebal, Ezek. xxvii.
9), J.:;-) Botrys (u,;: Batrun) Tripolis, Simyra ("l;wpa,
"D!"l [“the Zemarite,” Gen. x. 18]), Arke ("Apxy or 7d "Apka,

’p‘mn [“the Arkite,” Gen. x. 17]), Sinnas (Zswwds, 3B [ the
Sinite,” Gen x. 17]), Aradus ("mm [“the Arvadite,” Gen. x.

x>

18], o, )) and Antaradus (U,,,LJL;\, Tortosa) Laodicea, and

Amathe (NN (Hamath], z\.o.:»- ), farther inland. With the

extension of their domains by colonisation we are not now
concerned. Suffice it to say that the Phocnicians occupicd, in
whole or in part, many of the islands of the Mediterrancan, such
as Cyprus, Rhodes, Crete, Malta, Sicily, the Lipari isles,
Sardinia, and the Balearic group. They had settlements in
Egypt and throughout all northern Africa, where Carthage rose
to be the dreaded rival of Rome. They set foot in Gaul at
Massilia or Marseilles'; and a large portion of Southern Spain
was in their hands. From the port of Cadiz their ships sailed

1 [The evidence for the existence of a Phoenician colony at Marscilles before the
Phocaean settlement is wholly archaeological and has broken down bit by bit. Last
of all it has been shewn, since these lectures were written, that the famous ’hocnician
sacrificial tablet is of Carthaginian stone and must have been brought from Carthage ;
how or when can only be matter of conjecture. See Corpus fuscr. Sem. i. 317 sg¢.]
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southwards along the coast of Africa and northwards towards

Britain; whilst from Elath ( Ej) and Ezion-geber on the Red
Sca they traded with S. Arabia and India, which they also
reached by way of the Persian Gulf. In short, go where you will
throughout the ancient world, you find the Phoenician WiD,
as keen and energetic a trader as his kinsman the modern Jew.

All the languages of this Canaanitic group, it would seem,
closcly resembled what we call Hebrew; but the only one of
them with which we are well acquainted is the Phoenician. It
“has been preserved to us in humerous inscriptions from all parts
of the ancient world, varying in date from the seventh (or eighth)
cent. to the first cent. B.C, or, if we include the Punic, to the
second or third cent. of our era. The grammar which you should
consult is that of Schréder [Die Phinisische Sprache, Halle,
1869], and you should also read Stade’s treatise “Erneute
Pritffung des zwischen dem Phonicischen u. Hebriiischen beste-
henden Verwandtschaftsgrades,” in Morgenlindische Forsclhungen,
Leipzig 1875 ".

Of the so-callcd Hittite empire, the chief seats of which were
at Kadesh on the Orontes and subsequently at Kark&mish on
the Euphrates, I here say nothing; because it is doubtful
whether the K/eta of the Egyptians and the KiAa#ti of the
Assyrians can really be identified with the J\7 %3 or D' of the

Book of Genesis. Ramses II, in the fifteenth cent. B.C., waged
war with the Kheta and captured their city Kadesh; and the
Khatti were always a bar in the way of the Assyrian kings down
to the year 717 B.C., when Sargon succeeded in taking Kark&mish.
This northern kingdom may be mcant in such passages as
1 Kings x. 29, 2 Kings vii. 6, and 2 Sam. xxiv. 6; but scarcely
in Gen. x. 1§, xv. 20, and xxiii., or Deut. vii. 1, where we have
clearly to deal with a strictly Canaanitic tribe.

(2) The Canaanites were alrcady long masters of the
land, when a body of strangers appeared among them. These
immigrants had originally started from Ur Kasdim, i.e. the city

L T
called in the Assyrian inscriptions Uru (now al-Mugair, ),idl)

! [A complete collection -of Phoenician inscriptions will form the first part of the
Corpus Inscriptionum Semiticarum undertaken by the French Acad. des Imser. The
first vol. has appeared, fol. Paris, 1881-87, with atlas of plates.]
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in Babylonia, and had gone northwards to Harrin in Meso-
potamia. Here a split teok place among them. The family of
Nahor remained in Mesopotamia; that of Terah, under the
leadership of Abram, marched south-westwards into Canaan,
These strangers received the name of D93} or D'3), most

probably because they came 737 2YD, from across the great
river Euphrates. This is what the LXX. intended when they
rendered the words "DVLI D',L'.ll_*‘? (Gen. xiv. 13) by "ABpdp 7¢

wepary ; and what Origen meant when he explained ‘EBpato: by
weparixol. Some of these strangers remained in the country,
and in the end permanently occupied different portions of it on
the East side of the Jordan and to the east and south of the
Dead Sea ; viz. the Children of Ammon, of Moab, and of Edom.
Others of them, the Children of Ishmael, wandered away among
the adjacent Arab tribes to the E. and S.E, and ultimately
became inseparable and indistinguishable from them. Others
still, the Children of Jacob, after dwelling for some considerable
time in Palestine itself, moved southwards, and swelled the ranks
of the Semitic immigrants into Egypt. Aftcer a sojourn in that
country, which is variously estimated at from 215 to 430 ycars!,
the Children of Jacob fled or were cxpelled, and resumed a
nomade life in the Sinaitic peninsula under the lcadership of
Moses. This event may be placed in the fifteenth or fourteenth
cent. B.C,, for the calculations of different scholars vary. March- -
ing northwards they came once more to the borders of Palestine,
and passing by their kinsmen of Edom and Moab, they fell upon
the Amorites, who had succeeded in crushing Ammon and
seriously crippling Moab. The Amorites went down before the
fierce assault of Israel, for whom God fought (as the name
betokens), and the land to the north of the Arnon was the
reward of their prowess. From this vantage-ground they
entcred upon a long struggle with the Canaanites, which, after
various vicissitudes, cnded in the substantial triumph of the
Israelites and the conquest of large portions of the Canaanite
territory, in which they settled side by side with the conquered
race.

! [See the commentaries on Exod, xii. 40.]
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The language of the Hebrews is well known to us, its
literature extending over a period of many ages, from the date
of the earliest Biblical books down to the redaction of the
Mishnah, about the end of the second century after Christ, when
Hebrew had long ceased to be the language of ordinary life,
and was only written and spoken in the schools. But the same
cannot be said of the languages of Ammon, Moab and Edom,
of which, till within the last few years, we knew no more than
the Old Testament itselfl could teach us. However, in 1868,
the German missionary Klein discovered a stone with a long
inscription at Dibiin (the ancient Dibon, ﬁ:"ﬂ_) in the territory

of Moab. This passed, after it had bcen broken and mutilated,
into the hands of M. Clermont-Ganncau, then one of the officials
of the French Consulate at Jerusalem, and is now deposited
in the Louvre. This inscription belongs to the time of Mésha’,
king of Moab, in the first quarter of the ninth century B.C,
and gives an account of his wars with the Israelites and his
domestic undertakings. The language is so similar to the
Hebrew of the Old Testament that Prof. Roediger simply
treated it as such in the last edition which he published of
Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar (the twenty-first, 1872)". ‘

If, then, the difference between the Phoenicians on the one
side, and the Hebrew and Moabite on the other, be so slight, how
is this to be explained? In one or other of two ways. We might
suppose, firstly, that the ancestors of the Hebrews, who wandered
from Ur Kasdim northwards in company with Arameans,
were, though of the same stock, yet of a different family from
thesc; and this circumstance might have led to their scparation
from the Aramcans, and to their sccking a home among more
closely allied peoples in Canaan. Against this view, however, it
may be fairly urged that, in the Old Testament itself (Deut. xxvi.
5), Abram is spoken of as "1;& I “a wandering,” or “nomade,

Aramean”; and that Jacob’s relatives in Paddan Aram are
always expressly called Arameans (Gen. xxv. 20, xxviii. §, xxxi.
20, 24). I incline, therefore, to the second explanation, put
forward by Schroder and other scholars, which is. this: that

! [The latest edition of the *“Moabite Stone” is that of Smend and Socin, Freiburg,

1886. In the same year a facsimile of a portion of the inscription with translileration
and translation was published by the I'alacographical Socicty (and Ser. pl. 43).]
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these nomade Arameans, the tribes of Abram and Lot, having
settled among a Canaanite population of a much higher order
of civilisation, were soon constrained to disuse their mother
tongue, the Aramaic, and to adopt the kindred language of the
people among whom they had settled. To the advanced civili-
sation of the Hittites and Phoenicians the monuments of Egypt
and the Old Testament itself bear ample testimony. We know
for certain, thanks to the labours of such Egyptologists as the
Vicomte de Rougé and Mr Goodwin, that in the time of
Ramses II., that is, in the fifteenth century B.C. the Kheta of
Kadesh were in possession of the art of writing and of a litera-
ture. And as for the Phoenicians, when Solomon desired to
build his Temple to Jehovah, Hiram king of Tyre supplied the
materials and the artisans; when Solomon sought to trade
with South Arabia, it was again Hiram who manned the fleet
of ships at Ezion-geber. That a small and less civilised tribe,
such as the Hebrews in the time of Abram undoubtedly were,
should have soon adopted the language of the more numerous
and cultivated race among whom they took up their abode,
has in itself nothing surprising, and is a fact not altogether
unknown in history. In France and Spain, for example, the
conquering German race soon gave up the use of its mother-
tongue, which lcft but slight traces of the conquest upon the
language of the conquered. The Norsemen invaded and took
possession of a district in France, to which they gave their name;
but the Normans invaded England as a French-speaking people,
and were again in process of time merged among the English
whom they. conquered.

The last great section of the Semitic languages is the
Southern or Arabian, which we may divide into three branches;
viz. the North Arabian or Arabic, commonly so called; the
South Arabian or Himyaritic; and thc Ge‘ez or Ethiopic.

1. Arabic is, in its historical carcer and litcrary develop-
ment, one of the latest of the Semitic languages to rise into
prominent notice. Though we read of wars between the Arabs
and the Assyrians, the Romans, and the Persians, who were
each acknowledged at different periods as liege lords of a con-
siderable part of the Arabian Peninsula; yet it was not till the
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seventh century of our era that the nation acquired a really
historical importance. It was under Muhammad and his suc-
cessors that the Arabs, maddened by rcligious enthusiasm,
rushed forth from their deserts like a torrent; broke the By-
zantinc power on the banks of the Hicromax (Yarmiik); crushed
the might of Persia on the day of al-Kadistyah; and adding
conquest to conquest, planted the standard of their Prophet,
within a hundred ycars, upon the banks of the Indus in the
cast and of the Tagus in the west.

The literary development of the race dates from the same
period. Before Muhammad’s time the northern Arabs had
only a literature of ballads, mostly handed down by oral
tradition. With the promulgation of the Kor'in a new era
commenced, and there are few, if any, nations of ancient and
medieval Europe which can boast of a literature like the Arabic,
especially in history, geography, philosophy, and other sciences,
to say nothing of poetry, and of the peculiar systems of theology
and law which depend upon the Kor'dn and the Sunnah.

The Arabic language was thus peculiarly fortunate. Leading
a lifc of comparative scclusion—not ground, like the Aramcans
and Canaanites, between the two grindstones of Assyria, Babylon,
or Persia, on the onc side, and Egypt on the other; nor, like
the Phoenicians, thrown by commerce and colonisation into
close contact with a dozen foreign nations—the Arabs had
preserved, down to the sixth or seventh century of our era, far
more of the ancient form and fashion of Semitic speech than
any of their congeners. If not the Sanskrit, Arabic is at least
the Lithuanian among the Semitic tongues. At this particular
period too the dialect of the tribe of Koraish', which had already
acquired a certain supremacy over the rest, was fixed by the
Korin as the future literary language of the whole nation.
Had it not been for this circumstance,, we might have known
Arabic in the form of half a dozen languages, differing from
onc another almost as widely as the members of the Romance
group or the modern languages of northern India. But its
literature has in a great measure prevented this, and prescrved
the unity of the language, so that the dialectic divergences

! [The Koraish, i.e. the branch of Kiniina settled in and about Mecca, were the
tribe of the prophet.}
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of what is called “vulgar Arabic” are by no means so great
as we might have expected after all the struggles and vicissi-
tudes of the last twelve centuries. From the mouth of the
Tigris, throughout Mesopotamia, Syria and Palestine, Arabia
proper, Egypt, and North Africa, as far as Morocco, the lan-
guage is essentially one and the same—Arabic, sunk by the
gradual decay of its inflection to the level at which we become
acquainted with Aramaic and Hebrew. In its purest form
it is probably to be heard among the Bedawin; in its most
corrupt in the island of Malta. The standard grammar of the
classical Arabic is that of Silvestre de Sacy (second edition,
2 vols. Paris, 1831'). Smaller works in various languages are
" numerous. For the modern dialects there is also an ample
choice. For the Egyptian dialect none can compete with
Spitta, Grammatik des Arabischen Vulgirdialectes von Agypten
(1880). For the Syrian a useful book is the Grammaire Arabe
vulgaire of Caussin de Perceval (fourth edition, 1858); and for
the Algerian the Eléments de la Langue Algérienne of A. P.
Pihan (1851). The Maltese has been treated by Vassalli,
Grammatica della lingua Maltese, second edition, 1827; and
by Gesenius in his Versuck iiber die Maltesische Sprache (Leipzig
1810). .
2. The South Arabian or Himyaritic [also called Sabaean]
is one of the less known of the Semitic tongues. I use the term

La

Himyaritic ( R, l.:;....SPN, ‘Opnpitas) here, in its widest
sense, to denote the language, or rather group of languages, whose
territory extends along the south coast of Arabia, from the strait
of Bab-el-Mandeb on the west to the mouth of the Persian
Gulf on the cast. There seems to be little doubt that the threc
great provinces of al-Yemen, Hadramaut (MDY, Gen. x. 26),
and Mahrah, spoke dialects of onc tongue, and that thesc
dialects have their modern representatives in the Ehkili, also
called Hakili or Karawi, and the Mehri.

The ancient Himyaritic is chiefly known to ‘us through in-
scriptions, which have been found in great numbers, especially

! [The grammar of De Sncy is now difficult to procure, and the reader who desires
to bring his knowledge down to date must take with it the notes of Fleischer, which

form the first volume of his Aleinere ScArifien, Leipzig, 1885. Students will therefore
prefer the excellent gramwmar of the author of these lectures, 3nd ed. Loadon, 1874.]
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in thc most accessible of the three provinces above named, that
of al-Yemen. How far back they may go in point of time is
uncertain. According to Mordtmann and D. H. Miiller in their
Sabéssche Denkmdler (4° Vienna, 1883), p. 86, the era of the three
dated inscriptions as yet known to us is, as guessed by Reinaud,
the Seleucian. These inscriptions belong therefore to A.D. 261,
328, and 357'. None of the Himyaritic monuments are likely
to be later than the scventh century of our era. The grammar
of these languages has not yet becn formally compiled by any
onc orientalist, but we may soon expect a work on the subject
from the competent hand of Prof. D. H. Miiller of Vienna.

3. Crossing over into Africa, we encounter the Ge‘ez or
Ethiopic, the language of the Abyssinians, an ancient Himyaritic
colony, as the word “JOH : “migration” or “the emigrants,” itself
shcws. Its territory is the mountainous region S.W. of Nubia,
where its modern representatives still flourish. The most promi-
nent of these are: on the north, the Tigyd, spoken in the Dahlak
islands, and on the mainland in Samhar and by the Habab,
Mensa, Bogos, and ncighbouring tribes; in the centre, the 7igrifa
[or Tigrai], which prevails in the districts of Dembeya, Hama-
sén, Sarawé, Akala-guzai,and Agamé,around the ancient capital
of Aksiim, and in the region of Walkait; and in the south, the
Ambharifia or Ambharic, the language of Samén and the districts
around Gondar and the Lake Sina or Tani, as far as Gojam.
Of these three languages, the Tigré most resembles the old
Ge'ez, whilst the Amharic has deviated furthest from it.

The oldest monuments of the Ethiopic literature are a few
inscriptions, belonging to the first five or six centurics of our cra.
Next to these we must rank the translation of the Bible, exccuted
probably at differcnt times, during a space of several centuries
from the fourth ccntury onwards. The bulk of the literature
is, howcver, modern, and consists of translations from the Coptic,
and still more frequently from the Arabic, which were produced

! [In his article “ Yemen” in the Kncyclopardia Britannica, gth ed. vol. xxiv.
(1888), Prof. Miiller looks with some favour on the view put forward by Haldvy (£,
Sab. p. 86), who takes the inscription Hisn Ghoriib, dated 640, to speak of the over-
throw of Dht Nuwds, and so fixes on 115 n.c. as the epoch of the tabaean em. In
that case the fime dated inscriptions now known are to be ascribed to A.D. 270, 4588,
467, 535, and g54 vespectively.  CfL C.2.S., 1V. i p. 18.]
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in abundance from the thirtcenth to the sixteenth centurics,
when the ancient Ge‘ez had died out, but was still cultivated by
the priesthood, like Latin by the learned of Europe or Hebrew
in the Talmudic schools. The standard grammar of the ancient
Ge'ez is that of Dillmann [Leipzig, 1857] which has superseded
that of Ludolfus or Leuthof, an admirable work in its day.
The Tigrifia dialect has been handled by Practorius, Grammatik
der Tigrina-Sprache (Hallc, 1871) [and Schrciber, Man. dec la
langue Tigrai (Vicn. 1887)]} For the Ambharic I may name the
works of Isenberg (1842) and Massaja, Lectiones grammaticales
(Paris, 1867); but the best book on the subject is that of Prae-
torius, Die Amharische Sprache (1879). [Sece also Guidi, G. elem.
della |. Amarifia (Rome, 1889)]. .

Having thus taken a rapid and nccessarily imperfect survey
of the Semitic languages, it may be well for us to spend a few
minutes on an inquiry as to their connexion, real or imaginary,
with the great contiguous families, more especially with the
Indo-European and the Egyptian.

This is a question of great difficulty, and not to be settled in
the crude and offhand manner of Fiirst and Delitzsch on the
one hand or of von Raumer and Raabe on the other. The
temptation to identification is great, and too much weight has
been attributed by the scholars mentioned, and even by men
of higher reputation, to analogies that lie merely on the surface.
The Semitic languages, like the Indo-European, belong to the
inflective class; but this circumstance, as Whitney has remarked
(Language and the Study of Language, 3rd ed., p. 300), by no
means implies a genetic connexion or even descent from a com-
mon stock. The resemblance between the two families is, on
the whole, not greater than we might reasonably expect to find
in languages produced by human beings of ncarly the same
natural endowments under very similar circumstances of develop-
ment. The probability of an ultimate connexion will of course
seem greatest to those who believe in a common birthplace of
the two races. If they both spread themsclves abroad from a
point near the Caspian Sea, or in Central Asia, original unity is
not impossible. But if the Indo-Europcans rooted in Central
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Asia, or, as some recent scholars (such as Penka in his Origines
Apriacae [Teschen, 1883), and O. Schrader, in his Sprackverglei-
chung und Urgeschichte [ Jena, 1883]) have tricd to prove, on the
shores of the Baltic, whilst the Semites were autochthones in
Central Arabia, the chances of original unity are reduced to a
vanishing point. An ultimatc rclationship, if one exist at all,
will only be discovered when we have solved the great mystery
of thc Scmitic tongues, the triliterality of the roots. With a few
exceptions, the most important of which are the pronouns, cvery
Scmitic root, as historically known to us, is trilitcral ; it consists
of threc letters, neither more nor less, and these three are
consonants. Thc vowels play only a secondary réle. The
consonants give the mcaning of the word; the vowels express

its modifications. The letters &# (35, ‘m")), for example,
arc thc bones of a skcleton, which the vowels clothe with
flesh and cendow with life. These three consonants convey
the idca of “kill.” Add vowcls, and you get such words as

P L4

Ji5 katala “he killed,” )33 kutila “he was killed”; J55 datl
“the act of killing” or “of being killed ”; J% kitl “a killer,”

“an encmy”; d;lg katdl “ killing.” The usc of prefixes, affixes,

and even of infixes, is common to both families of languages;
but the Indo-Europeans have nothing likc this triconsonantal
rule with its varying vocalisation as a means of grammatical
inflexion. The Indo-European roots are not thus restricted in
their nature; the radical vowels, although more liable to pho-
netic change than the consonants, are as essential a part of the
root as these latter. A root may consist of a single vowel; of a
vowel followed by one or more consonants; of one or more
consonants followed by a vowcl; of a vowel preceded and
followed by a single consonant; and so on. The Sanskrit roots
i “go,” sthd “stand,” ad “eat,” vid “ know,” gvabk “seize,” are
something wholly different in character from the Semitic roots
&rb “ come near,” gt “kill,” plg “divide,” which, as Bopp has
justly remarked (Vergl Gr., 2'¢ Ausg, 1** Bd, p. 196), arc un-
pronounccable, because, in giving them vowels, we make an
advance to a spccial grammatical form. And yet here, if any-



32 TRILITERAL [cuar.

where, will an ultimate corninexion between these two families of
languages be discovered. It cannot escape the observation of
the student that a great many Semitic roots have two consonants
in common, whilst the third secms less cssential, and is there-
fore variable. For example, # or £4d are common to the

series, =3, J%, o, gy 85, ki, ghi, odbi, Jbi, ﬁ.
all of which convey the idea of “ cutting” in some form or other.
Plor flare found in (5, 5. . :Cli. i, b5 s,
{.U. H?b' all meaning “clcave” or “divide.” A, are the basis

of Ppn, nPn, '\Pn, of which the original signification is also
“slit” or “cut” Pk or fh are the essential constituents of

;'Cj. t\i, 'c\.i‘. tj}, ;Cj.i, meaning “blow,” “puff.” When
Semitic philology has advanced so far as to have discovered the
laws by which the original biliterals (assuming their separate
existence) were converted into triliterals; when we are able to
account for the position and to explain the function of.cach
variable constituent of the triliteral roots; then, and not till then,
may we venture to think of comparing the primitive Indo-
European and Semitic vocabularies. Meantime, to assert thc
identity of such a word as 11J3 “ he built * with pono, or of wa

“he burned up” with ardp, is little better than sheer folly. And
why? Because the comparison is not that of original forms, but
of an original form (or what is very nearly so) with a comparativcly

late development. ne:} was originally ddndyd; pono is a softening

of posno, as we learn from its perfect and supine, and includes a
suffix.and a pronominal element. Y3 originally sounded éa‘ara;

=ip is stated to be a contraction of #vip, which probably stands
for an original ®pavar, and comes from a radical px, in Sanskrit
“to be bright,” “to purify,” plus a derivative suffix. If such
comparisons as these could be uphcld, they would prove that
Hebrew and Arabic were not merely connected with, but actually
derived from Sanskrit or Greek or Latin. What has been
written on this subject by Fiirst and by the elder Declitzsch in
his Fesurun (1838).is absolutely worthless; as are also the
lucubrations of von Raumer and Raabe. The best that can’ be
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said about it you will find in the younger Delitzsch’s Studien
iiber Indogermanisch-Semitische Wusrselverwandtschaft (Leipzig
1873) and in McCurdy's Aryo-Semitic Speeck (1881).

As to the affinity of the Egyptian language with the Semitic
stock, that is also a question which is as yet sub sudice. Benfey,
in his well-known work Ueber das Verkiltniss der dgyptischen
Sprache sum semitischen Sprackstamm (Leipzig 1844), sought to
establish this affinity by various considerations, grammatical and
lexicographical ; and the conclusion to which he came was, that
the Semites arc only one branch of a great family, which includes
not only the Egyptians but also ‘all the other languages of
Africa. His views have been combated by Pott, Renan, and
other scholars; and certainly in this unrestricted form they seem
to land us in almost Turanian absurditics. But with regard to
the ancicnt Egyptian and the Coptic, Egyptologists seem
gradually to bc arriving at conclusions similar to thosc of
Benfey. De Rougé, Ebers, and above all Brugsch, in the
introduction to his Hieroglyphic Dictionary, have declared their
belicf in the descent of the Egyptian from the same stock as the
Semitic languages.  An cxamination of the Coptic alone readily
suggests scveral considerations in support of this view. For
cxample, there is the marvellous similarity, almost amounting to
identity, of the personal pronouns, both separate and suffixed—a
class of words which languages of radically different families are
not apt to borrow from one another. “I” in Coptic .is
ANOK, amMaK. .

“Thou” HhToR, tTar

“He” heoq, etc,

“She” Hheoc, etc.

“We"” anom, dnan

“Ye” hewrten, RTwTi, lraTh
“They” iewor, ittoor, litar

The suffix pronouns I give as thcy appear in connexion with
the preposition na “to.”

“tome” s, mas “tous” mam

“to thee,” m. war “to you"” mwTen, miren
f. me

“to him” nag ~ “tothem” nwor, naw

“to her” mnac
Ww. L. 3
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Again, there is the curious resemblance in the forms of some
of the simplest numerals; e.g.

I, masc. ovas, ova, ovwT ; fem. ovs, oves, oOvWT

2, masc. cnav, fem. cenve, cnovy

7, masc. gauq, camy; fem. wamgs, camge

8, masc. s, maown; fem. g, muovne.

In the verb, the formation of the present tense presents a
remarkable analogy to that of the Semitic' imperfect or, as some

still prefer to call it, future,—I mean the form %P' Eg.

sing. 1. % vwm [ am join- pl. 1. ven. Twm
: " ing, adkering;
2. M. % TWM, 9C. TOM ° 2. TeTesm TwM
f. ve. Twm
3. m. . TOM 3. ce. TwM
f. c. Twm

Analogies like these sccm to favour the idca of a genetic
relationship between the Semitic languages and the Egyptian;
or at least of a closer affinity than can be said to subsist between
the Semitic and the Indo-European. To discover any connexion
between the two latter, we must endeavour to work our way
back to the very earliest stage of their history—to a period
before Semitic really was Semitic; we must try to disintegrate
the triliteral Semitic root; to extract from it the biliteral, which
alone can be compared with the Indo-European radical. And if
haply we succeed in this, it is apparently the utmost that we
can hope for; their subsequent developments; the growth of
their grammatical systems, are wholly distinct and discordant.
But the connexion between the Semitic and the Egyptian
languages séems to be of a somewhat nearer kind. It is true
that we are met by the old difficulty with regard to the form of
the Egyptian roots, the majority of which are monosyllabic, and
certainly do not exhibit Semitic triliterality ; but, on the other
hand, we have not a few structural affinitics, which may perhaps
be thought sufficient to justify those linguists who hold that
Egyptian is a relic of the earliest age of Semitism, of Semitic
specech as it was before it passed into the peculiar form in which
we may be said to know it historically.



CHAPTER III
SEMITIC WRITING.

AFTER these preliminary investigations and surveys, there
remains yet another subject on which it is desirable to say a few
words before we address ourselves to the special object of these
lectures, the comparative grammar of the Semitic languages.
That subject is—the origin and history of Semitic writing. My
account of this interesting topic must, however, be very brief and
sketchy ; the more so as I hope to treat it more fully in a -
subsequent course of lectures. Meantime I would refer those of
you who seek further details to the treatise of the Vicomte de
Rougé, Mémoire sur lorigine dgyptienne de l'alphabet phénicien,
1874 ; to thc work of Lcnormant, Essai sur la propagation de
Palphabet phénicien dans lancien monde, of which the first part
appearcd in 1872, and two morc have since been added, though
the book must now unhappily remain unfinished; to the
Mélanges d’ Archéologie orientale of the Cte de Vogiié, 1868 ; and
to Mr Isaac Taylor's excellent book 7ke Alphabet [London,
1883]), especially vol. i.

All writing—Chinese, Assyrian, Egyptian—was originally
pictorial. The next stage was that of the ideogram. Each
picture received a fixed, often symbolic, value, and was always
used in the same way. In Egyptian the figure of a tongue
meant ““to speak”; two hands holding a shield and spear meant
“to fight”; and so on. The third step—a great onc—was to
make a particular sign stand in all cases for one and the same
syllabic sound; eg., the figure of a mouth — for 7, the
Egyptian for “ mouth”; the figure of a hand for #¢; the figure
of an eye for s7#. The last and greatest step was to divide the
syllable into its component parts or letters, and to represent

3—2
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each of these by a special figure. Here the ancient Egyptians
happily lighted upon what_has been called the “acrophonic”
principle; that is to say, they designated each letter by the picture
of an object, the name of which began with the sound which the
letter was to represent. For example, the picture of a /lion,
would mean the letter /, because the word /ado, Aabos, begins
with that sound ; the picture of an ow/ the letter 71, because the
word miilag, movAax, begins with that sound; the picture of a
mouth the letter 7, because the word 7o, po, begins with 7.

To this stage the Egyptians attaincd at a very carly period;
but, like the inventors of the cuneiform charactars, they did not
avail themselves fully of their great discovery.  On the contrary,
they mixed up the two principles, the ideographic and the
phonetic, in a manner that is extremely puzzling to the reader.
To an Egyptian the figure of a /ion might actually mean “a
lion”; or it might, as an ideogram, be a symbolic sign, meaning
“ precminence,” “sovereignty”; or it might, as a merc letter,
designate the sound £ To an Assyrian a certain combination of
wedges might convey the idea of “the earth”; but phonetically
it might express the syllable &#. Hence the mass of de-
terminative signs of various kinds employed in writing by the
Egyptians, Assyrians and Chinese.

Of course, in process of time, the picture gradually faded
away, Details were neglected; a few bold strokes sufficed to
depict the object intended; and, in the end, the form of the
letter often bore little or no resemblance to the #king from which
it was derived. The group of wedges, the hicratic or demotic
character, and the modern Chinese sign, are, in most cascs,
wholly unlike any object in hcaven or earth.

The Egyptians, in addition to the stiff pictorial hieroglyphs,
had two sorts of more current or cursive characters, called the
hieratic and the demotic. The former, usecd (as the name
indicates) by the priests, was employed for sacred writings only;
the latter, used by the people, served for all ordinary secular
purposes. It was of the former that the inventors or adapters
of the Semitic alphabet appear to have availed themselves.
They used the forms which are found in papyri anterior to the
cighteenth dynasty, belonging, roughly speaking, to the period
between 2100 and 1500 B.C. De Rougé endeavours to show
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that out of the twenty-two Phoenician letters, fifteen are beyond
doubt dircctly derived from Egyptian models, whilst only one,
the ‘ayin, is clearly . of Semitic invention. It may be that the
“spoiling of the Egyptians” went so far; that the plundering
Semites appropriated not only the idea of a written alphabect,
but the very forms which the letters were to take. However,
I cannot profess myself entirely convinced, not even by Mr Isaac:
Taylor’s argumentation. If they did so, the Semites both re-
modelled and renamed their acquisitions. Out of the Egyptian
cagle or vulture 4, they made the head and horns of an ox,

4, q‘?ts, the tirone, Z., became the head and neck of a camel,

T, ‘7@;, the group of lotus plants growing out of the water,

W, a set of teeth, W, |¥; and so on’.

Deecke’s attempt to derive the forms of the Semitic alphabet
from the Assyrian, I must regard as an utter failure. You will
find his views stated in an article in the ZDMG., vol. xxxi. p. 102.

The remodelled Egyptian alphabet has been, in the hands of
the Phoenicians and other Semites, the parent of nearly all the
systems of writing used by the nations of Europe and Western
Asia. The Greeks received it from the Phoenicians, and having
again remodelled it, passed it on to the Etruscans, the Romans,
and the Copts. The sacred books of the Persians are written
with an alphabet of Aramaic origin. The Urgiir Tatars [and
through them the Mongols] acknowledge a similar obligation.
And even the Sanskrit alphabet, with all its Asiatic offshoots,
has been traced to a South Semitic source.

The oldest monument of Semitic writing as yet discovered,
with what we imay call a certain date, is the inscription of
Mésha', Y&/, king of Moab, which we may place about B.C. 890".

Here we find already a carefully developed system of ortho-
graphy and punctuation, which contrasts favourably with those
of Phoenician inscriptions of later date by several centuries.
Final vowels are expressed by the letters * (7), Y (#) and 3 (9),

1 [falévy, with whom Noldeke inclines to agree, derives the Semitic alphabet
from the hieroglyphs.

3 [i.e. soon after the death of Ahab, which, according to the received chronology,
took place 89y B.C. If, as is concluded from the Assyrian monuments, Ahab was
alive in 854 and took part in the battle of Karkar (Schrader, Keslinschr. und AT.
and ed. Giessen, 1883, pp. 199, ¢63) the stone of Mesha dates from about 850 B.C.]
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eg. ’;‘5’ ’lj;;:l, #2.’ ﬁn’;?, ,‘f?; and the words arc scparated

by a single point, which is also found in a few of the younger
Phoenician inscriptions, and in Samaritan, and which we may
compare with the line | of the Himyaritic, and the two dots of
the Ethiopic (:)*. [Equally old, if not older, is the inscription on
the fragments of a bronze bowl discovered in Cyprus (Corpus
Tnuscrr. Semitt, i. pp. 22-26, and pl. iv). To the same class of
alphabets as these inscriptions belong the various Phoenician
monuments and coins of Tyre and Sidon, G&bal, Cyprus, Athens,
Malta, Sicily, Sardinia, Marseilles, Carthage and other parts of
N. Africa, and Spain. The oldest of these datc from the sixth
or fifth century B.C., whilst of the youngest or Neopunic many
are post-Christian. The difference between the earlier and later
monuments in the form of certain letters is very marked.

Observe these in particular:—

Moab . Cyprus Sidon
2 1 A
7 a A q
1 - - 1’ A
n = H A
B ® e ®
' 3 i o
3 y 3 v4
5 ¢ ( 14
b " “ V)
D ¥ F *
P ? ? Y
v wW wW v
n X 1 Vi

The ancient Hebrew modification of the Semitic alphabet
is now known to us in a document to which an approximate
date can be assigned, viz. the Siloam inscription, of the seventh

} [CL. the facsimile, Pulacographical Sociely, and Series, pl. liii. (1886).]
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century B.C.' As compared with the Mésha’ alphabet, notable
varieties in the forms of single letters are :—

Moab Israel Moab Israel
& ¥ b ¥ %
Y X y o )

b = ¥ 44 =

n h % P ¢ ¥
Old seals and other gems, dating, say, from the seventh to the
fourth century B.C., exhibit identical forms; and the same re-
mark applics to two fragmentary inscriptions from the neigh-
bourhood of Jerusalem, discovered by M. Clermont-Ganneau
and now deposited in the British Museum. This alphabet is
still found, with slight modifications, upon the Maccabee and
other Jewish coins; and is known to us in its latest shape as
the Samaritan alphabet. It began, however, to be disused by
the Jews even before the commencement of our era, and to be
supplanted by a modified form of the Palmyrene character, the
so-called sguare character, p;‘lb AN3, Some of the extant

inscriptions of this type belong to the century preceding our
era. For the first three or four centuries after Christ our
materials, though not abundant, are sufficiently ample for palaeo-
graphical purposes.

The third of the Semitic alphabets is the Aramaic, our
lmowledge of which commences with some Assyrian weights,
which go back as far as the seventh or eighth century before
our era. Therc arc also extant some gems and scals of nearly
the same age. Among the inscriptions may be mentioned that
recently discovered by Prof. Euting at Taimi, clearly belonging
to the Persian period, say from the sixth to the fourth cen-
tury B.C. A sure mark of antiquity in this, as well as in the
Phoenician alphabet, is the undulating or wavy form of the
letters # and s&, as contrasted with the later forms, which
exhibit a cross-line. In the inscription of Mé&sha’, as well as in
the Assyrian weights, we find ¥ % and w, which become at a
later time 4 % and Y ¢. The letter D too in the Moabite

1 [Cf. the facsimile in the Oriental Series of the Palacographical Society, Plate

Ixxxvii. (1883). * The inscnphon .may be ascribed to the reign of Hezekiah towards
the year yoon.c.”: cf. 2 Kings xx. 20; 2 Chron. xxxii. 30.]

- - R
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stele and the oldest Aramean seals has the forms % #, whereas
later on it appears as % 4 3 3 and the like. A peculiarity of
the Aramean alphabet is that some of the letters have open
heads, and thus contrast markedly with the closed heads of
the Phoenician type. These are :—

Phoen. Aram,
3 ) Y
1 an 44
y o) §)

. A 4
To this class belong the Egyptian-Aramaic alphabet, the Na-
bathean (including the Sinaitic inscriptions), and the Syriac
Estrangéla with all its more modern developments, comprising
the Mandaitic on the one hand and the Kific and Naskhi
Arabic on the other. The character of the Palmyrene inscrip-
tions is very interesting, as coming nearest to the Jewish square
character.

The alphabet used by the southern Semites, though ulti-
mately sprung -from thc samec stock as the Phoenician and
Aramean alphabets, must have been separated from them at
a very remote time, and have run its course under peculiar
influences. The oldest inscriptions which we possess, whether
from North or South Arabia, whether Thamiidite (as-Safi)' or
Himyaritic or Ethiopic, are written, like all other Semitic
writings, from right to left. Others, probably of later date, are
written, to use a Greek word, BovaTpodndov, “ as the ox turns in
ploughing,” that is, like some Greek inscriptions, alternately
from right to left and left to right. Finally the latter course

! [The inscriptions of as-Safd in the volcanic region S.E. of Damascus were first
observed by Graham in 1857. Ten were published by Wetzstein (Reisebericht, Berl
1860) more by De Vogiié in his Syrie Centrale, Inscr. Sém. (4° Paris, 1868-77); cf.
Halévy’s papers in ¥. As. 1877, 81, 83. Other inscriptions in the same character
have been copied by Doughty and Euting in various parts of northern Arabia, especi-
ally in the region associated with the name of the ancient race of Thamid (Gauovdyrol);
hence the nanie Thamuditic. Euting's inscriptions have been deciphered by D. II.
Miiller (Denbschr. of the Vienna Acad. 188g). Twenty-six characters have been

determined, and a twenty-seventh probably corresponds to the Arabic ,\, “A sign
for Ué probably existed but does not occur in known inscriptions.”)
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prevailed, and the Ethiopian, like the Greek, wrote from left to
right, even as we do at the present day.

The Semitic alphabet, as framed by the Semites upon an
Egyptian model, consistcd of twenty-two letters, all consonants,
which were faithfully retained by the Arameans. The Hebrews
long subsequently added onc to this number, by distinguishing
W into ¥/ sk and & s. The Arabs, who tried to distinguish the
finer shades of sounds in writing, required no less than six
additional lctters; viz. & J and b, as lisping modifications
of ey o and b} 5 as a modification of _p; and g and ¢ as
harder forms of ¢ and ¢. The order of the Syriac alphabet
was retained by them in the numerical values of the letters,
(b 356 b paina gl QL» jg» o=ul; but the ordinary
sequence of the letters was very much altered, chiefly for the
sake of bringing similar sounds or similar figures into juxta-
position, eg. o W, € ¢ ¢ ¢t The Ethiopic alphabet
has two letters fewer than the Arabic, or twenty-six in all, owing
to the addition of 4 ¢ and § 5. which it has in common with

the Arabic, and of two s, the one of native origin & paif, the
aother borrowed from the Greek, T pa, perhaps originally psa.
The seqitence of the letters differs both from the Hebrew and
Arabic: UNh®PWLZAPNTHIANOOHPLIMAROLT.
From what I have just said you will sec that I do- not
regard the ancient Semitic alphabets as adequately representing
all the sounds of the Semitic languages. My belief is that the
finer shades of utterance were disregarded, and that one sign
was in several cases used to represent two cognate sounds.

I believe that the lisped dentals of the Arabic, o, J 15; and the
letter 5 (as distinguished from ), represent sounds of the
proto-semitic tongue. I also think that the stronger gutturals
t and i' as distinguished from c and ¢ belonged to that
specch ; and that it probably had three sibilants (besides 5 and
P §) viz. sh (), s (), and § =D, of which last sound I do not
know the peculiar original nuance. De Lagarde' and others
think that it was originally &s or Ask, which was gradually
softened into s/ and then into s.

1 [Lagarde, Symmicta (Goeltingen, 1877), p. 113 54.]



CHAPTER IV.

THE LETTERS OF THE SEMITIC ALPHABET AND THE
CHANGES THEY UNDERGO.

WE will now proceed to examine the letters of this alphabet
in dctail, and to asccrtain, so far as is possiblc within our present
narrow limits, what changes they undergo in the dificrent Semitic
languages, more especially in Arabic, Syriac, and Hebrew; so
that we may be cnabled to compare the words of these lan-
guages with one another, not by haphazard, but according to
certain fixed rules. For this purpose it will be best to arrange
the letters in groups, according to the vocal organs with which
they are pronounced.

I. We commence then with the gutturals, ‘which are in
Syriac and Hebrew four in number, 8, {1, N, and 3. In Arabic
and Ethiopic 11 has two representatives, e and 4 £ whilst
in Arabic }) has two representatives, &and t Most scholars
regard the sounds of ¢ and t as a later development in Arabic

and Ethiopic; but with this view I am not disposed to agree.
I believe, on the contrary, that these differences of sound existed
from the carliest times, but that the inventors of the Semitic
alphabet were not careful to distinguish in writing what seemed
to them to be merely different shades of the same sound. That
the Hebrew possessed the sound of 'tseems certain from the

fact that the LXX. expresses } by v (i.e. g%) in several proper
names; eg. MY, Tdla, ;;_;, by, Toudppa; WX, Zéyopa
and Znydp, 1_;; Further, XodoA\oyoudp = ‘by";‘n: corres-

¥’y vvs?
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ponding with an Elamitic Kudur-Lagamar (a name formed
like Kudur-Mabig and Kudur-nahundi or Kudur-nankunds);
and TIaiddd for T, Genesis iv. 18, where the Massoretic
text has (probably incorrectly) 7). On the contrary, ¢
is indicated in Greek mercly by the spiritus asper, and even
- more frequently the spiritus lenis, with a vowel; or in the
middle and at the end of a word by a vowel alone; as ‘HA{,

'SY ‘EBpaios, "\:p; *Apakix, P‘?DV' Svpea, ]ﬁpw Dapaw,
W TerBové, th)i It is not so easy to prove the exist-

ence of ¢ as dlstmct from ¢ in Hebrew, because the Greeks

had no precise equivalent for either sound, and expressed them
by «, x and the soft breathing indifferently. Thus the name

ER

of the river 'ﬁmzl is in one place XaBapas, ,yliil, and in
L 2 : :
another 'ABdpas ['ABdppas, etc.]; I, w! >, becomes Xappar

and Kdppa:; npg is transliterated by wdoya and ¢acéx, C.:iﬂ.
However, the comparison of the cognate languages, particularly
Arabic and Assyrian, makes it exceedingly probable that the
distinction of ¢ and ¢ once existed in Hebrew and Aramaic.

Compare L);IJ bind, J:\:, with S;g act wickedly, J..; be cor-

rupled, unsound, mad ; 'l@l:l dig, JRos with ‘\Ql:l be ashamed,

, o e - z S
bashful, jis-; ‘7'?3'1 profane, desecrate, Jo, Jo, Jlo>, with l)f?l'l

® -
bore, wound, '

1. Of these gutturals ¥ is the weakest, indicating nothing
more than that very slight, almost imperceptible, movement of
the vocal organs, which the Greeks represent in writing, though
only at the beginning of a word, by the spirstus lenis. The
Arabs have a special sign for it, viz. the hamza, s, which they

1 (For the evidence to a similar effect from the Assyrian see p. go, énfra ; also
Delitzsch, Prolegomena eines neuesn hebriisch-aram. Worterbucks sum A 7. (Leipz. 1886)
p- 173 57.]
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write either with or without |, according to circumstances:

l \ \, £°¢ z. This sign is nothing but the letter g_written small,

to show that the a/if is to be pronounced somewhat like an t_’
which is also indicated by the name Aamsa, i.e. “compression,”
viz. of the upper part of the windpipe. In this way the Arabs

&
readily distinguish the consonant | from the long vowel | 4, of

which more hercafter. The only thing rescmbling the Zamza in
the Hebrew system of punctuation is the single point which
appears in our Bibles in a very few cases, and is treated of in

our Grammars under the head of Mappik; c.g. f{’:‘\ Gen. xliii.
26, Ezra viii. 18 m’:n Lev. xxiii. 17; !R‘l S‘) Job xxxiii. 21 ;

but in some MSS., eg the codex Reuchlin, xt is quite common.

a \, as a consonant, may be found in Arabic and Hebrew
- at the beginning or the end of a syllable, and that either at

[
St % rBe Se¥ -

the beginning, middle or end of a word: ill, o}; Jlu) Dlues
5% v - ’ /lr 5 l' s o s lr..
,-n ."—-u ,u b, s s_—qé, Jy=- Compare in Hebrew,

L
s

N, oK, oi; Sw, nf)gzg?p, m,:';z; and with 5\ such
cascs as .'.l."lN’ Prov. xv. 9 (where others read D:'IN’) ‘bN’\
Gen. xlvi. 29, WR'] Hosca xiii. 1; w&tn Hosea xiv. 1;
'1*‘75&0 Jerem, ii. 31 --At the beginning of a syllable in the

xmddle of a word, if the preceding consonant have no vowcl

\ is apt to be elided in Arabic, and its vowel transferred to the
8 fo.
precedmg consonant; e.g. c._)le mal'ak* becomes g_JJ.e malak;
sr 8F0eo

.'; }_. (W) becomes 545 Jlat becomes JLQ... Compare
in Hebrew 'qN‘?D but "IDR‘?D for '13&‘7D ‘M‘IP‘? for

amsﬁl‘)s, ()W for "?NQ?, and that for W, :)\:3 This

is still more common in Aramaic; eg. l;]lk: for ]:':ilso. and
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' TR 00 @ -
with cntire disappearance of the ¥, ltam for JJjtaso.—At the

2
end of a syllable in the middle of a word | is very apt to pass
into a vowel-lettcr, and to be brought into conformity with

3
8 8, -,
the preccding vowel. Thus (ul, ra's"* becomes (ul, rds;

S o [ -
o dldé™ becomes MJ dhth ; :j;... su'l becomes Yo sAL.
St

The usual spelling ._..;o, J,..., is a compromise in writing

" s l -
between the ancient and the modern forms (u\o, JL: ;..40,

J,...). Hebrew, Syriac, and Assyrian, took nearly the same
course, An original 0&& first became vm rash in Hebrew,
as in the actual plural D‘Waﬁ and then W&'l rdsh. We should

have expected this form to be written #A7, but here the spelling
has lagged behind the pronunciation, and the 8 remains as a
‘Ar

vestige of the original form. So also \s dha'n™, “sheep,”
Hebrew originally N¥, then |NY¥, and finally |N¥ gn. The
corresponding Aramaic forms are ¢, —aul, for W‘J’ and |3,

‘i, for dhdn. In Assyrian I find cited such forms as réshu or
rishu, scnu or sinu.—Initial §¢ is often dropped at the beginning
of words, when pronounced with a short vowel; eg. nN) for .

VARG M, p, for ] (Heb. T, TY); ~ad] for W
(Assyr. nishi) ; 1;';“:' = NN flp'a = n'm; ].A;. = l'\'ll"l&f, but
plur. ].lc;.»] Q-:-»i kinsman, from ].:-J' me Similarly in vul-

P 3 P Py 4 - s-f

gar Arabic, o for asl, K for K1, ao for s\, Per contra,
an initial & with its vowel may be merely prosthetic, to lighten
the pronunciationi of an unpleasant combination of consonants,

cspecially in foreign words; eg. }iUN for t\;d, K;?, Qﬁg;
Lﬁ‘lbn&'t for ‘7‘lbn (Eth. M‘\m:_l"mdh“m, -&Ll); F‘.ﬁ:’ e\lpa;
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‘.,23, ls'm-:-o l‘o-am}. amyyos ; lsmm] axina; o,

aToAy ; J,h...\, aréhas.—At the end of a word this weak guttural
is exceedingly apt to disappear altogether, particularly after

a diphthong or a long vowel. Hence 3;.: sau™® is vulgarly pro-
nounced sax ;:, , Heb. N}Q; '7;,:. shai™ is vulgarly pronounced

s, shai: compare in Heb. 83, %3, constr. N'3, *); NBR, with
suff. 0N, In some of these cases, assimilation of the N to

the prev:ous sound formed the intermediate stage. For example,
l’

\a"" nabi™ became first L;“ nabiyun', and then ndh, 'nf‘
Hence, whilst the Hebrew holds fast N2J) (though with silent §),
pl D’N’::IJ the Aramaic emphatic is N’DJ L:u with double

3, for &N’:J ]Lm When preceded by a short vowel, the
consonant ki if is usually vocallsed after the loss of its own

‘proper vowel ; eg. gab )~ +H g“,.\.» R‘?Q; ¥e, to; ‘J;» P,

Jio.—In Aramaic indeed N rarély appears as a substantial
consonant, and in all possible cases throws back its vowel on
a preceding letter, which is either vowelless or has a very short

o Id L Y . a"
vowel ; as |10 for nSD, WD, L We for \L, 5&_&;0, Jus
...].51 for ..-iatl; \\?]ﬂ for \?]LI In the middle of a word
it may preserve its consonant power, especially when originally
doubled, as “};; but at the end of a word forms like }1.5, }al,
are very rare. In some cases assimilation takes place, especially

in the Ettafal of the verb, as >O;~'ll] for bo;.u'll] ..n...i.ll.l

for ..n....‘.][l Similarly ,-»U-] Asu\, l- ] ,::u\. .»:.IZLJ

(from -.».J])

" 2 [Apparently a loanword from the Hebrew, through the Aramaic, in which the
Aamas was slready lost: Noldeke, Gerch. des Qordns, p- 13 Guidi, Sede, p- 36
Frinkel, MM p- 333.]
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® is prone to interchange with 1, particularly at the begin-
ning of a word. Arabnc and Aramanc have frequently N, where

Hebrew has /1; eg. ! n, \-]. \ = |13, N37; ([but conversely]

soif

TN for PR); c.Jq\ = 3B) (where Syriac also ,.201) Jast,
\\A.o] —S'b,‘)n -, L] in passives and reflexives = -\

In Arabic, especially in the vulgar dialects, \ may mterchange

with ,, as .w‘\, for 3, J{\, for Jﬂ, widn for u"" twilf for

g'
o...o.“, Uu\, y for (ull,; farwis, “introductory formula,” for

u...uj, and the verb U“) y " for U“‘ Very rarely does it inter-

change with Y y, as in yasir for J““" malydn for l.. Parallels

to this latter permutation in Syriac are ..ak.. t“)& u:.“’

= TR

2. 1 does not require much remark after what has just
been said of its interchange with 8¥.—Occasionally it inter-
changes even in the ancient languages with I, as "¥13 dow down,

ml rna (with ) \% Also with Y; eg. ") and V1) &
bright, shine, h‘m 2R3 and lovwo, be askamed ; rﬁ and 4013,
run; W1 and )M, [perhaps also] 1 and {9, whence |15 and

vocrln.—-On a substitution of {1 for a primitive initial &, I shall
say somcthing when we come to that letter.

3. Hebrew and Syriac 11 we ought properly to distinguish,
according to the Arabic and Assyrian, into ¢ and ¢ (, as W‘lﬂ

o rs

cut, plough, Ll-n O W‘l"l be deaf and dumb, ...p.- U"f‘

—In the Aramean dialects there is a strong inclination to
weaken its sound to that of 3. Only the modern Syriac of
Uriimiah exhibits the contrary tendency, and uscs the roughér
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sound of ¢ in all cases, going so far mdeed as to harden -.Lmi
into -A.»l rdkhit.
Inold Arablc e interchanged dlalectncally with ¢, and ¢ with

[ X4 & » Ll

&, e.g. u“" and qu-. f“' and f’" )_.1&. protector, guard, and
is. In the modern Arabic of Egypt, the substitution of l'or £

seems to be common, when the ¢ is immediatcly followed by

orc,r

another [ consonant as semift = .._,.-.o.... malsare = §_asxe,
mabiksk’ = ’\f" t..ul L.. Hence we may be justified in com-

paring, for example, M be /mngry, L..AG 3) de.m‘e, covet, with (ag [1H

L

be ’“"’8’7 H y:x dip, dye, 3, with RATy:; DI swjure, oppress,

sl use, u"’" be firm, strong, 6rave, with 009 ; oppress, an inter-

mediate link being ]ﬁbh pion, oppressor
Occasionally too N corresponds to £-sounds; c.g. Wi éribe,

];....3.., o2 g;.;o search, tfp'.-'l; R4 be short, “8p; 184

and PR row, ik (as well as Sag, Jde, ioe).
4. Hebrew and Syriac Y ordinarily represents Arabic § and
o ¥ § e~ .
as ', h-n-k EvH Vw “ﬂ-. t""“" butsp

39—

n‘w youth Kauls, N 3W coeming, Cofs D0 wiltows,

]AQ;.‘-, ‘.,.: ).: [Populus Euphratical; :‘y raven, ]sio_\ , g,:‘ J,g
—Possible relations with I (¢ ¢) I have already indicated.—It
is sometimes weakened into K, as in INND abkorring (Amos
vi 8), compared with the ordinary form nynb and even passed

over cntirely, as in '3 prythee, for ’V: Syr O.L'-IQ '7: for
‘7}23 This tendency gains ground to an enormous extent in
the Aramean dialects, where we find such forms as X3 for
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R;mb, and in the Punic or later Phoenician of Africa, where
we find T for W' wood, as ® DYV (inscr. of Tugga),

confirmed by S. Augustine on Ps. cxxiii—Of the Aramaic
st;tbstltutlon of 3 for Arabic 3, Hebrew ', I shall speak here-
after.

It would appcar from this short survey of the gutturals, that
they were cxcecdingly apt in the younger Semitic dialects to
be confused with onc another, and to disappear altogether.
In Ethiopic Mss. there is usually no distinction observed between -
U, rh, §, on the one side and A, 0, on the other; modern Amharic
pronounces them all as A at the beginning of a word, and slurs
them over in the middle or at the end. Similar is the case of
the Samaritan. In modern Syriac o1 is very feeble, and ©
scarcely heard at all; and in Mandaitic there is absolutely no dis-
tinction between N, }), on the one hand and 11, N, on the other.
The Talmiid too writes §¢ for 3 and 1 for 11 in not a few words;

eg. -8 (with following daghesh) for ‘7?; NI (not NIN) wood,
for N2Y, ]5.&, i;l;, ‘mz for '7!}7, ‘3; spin; &RJ!R=¢;;; neck;
NI willow, DI, i3 NOTW sicve, s, JU (eribrum,
cribellum); ¥T¥Y one anotler, \apss; ¥ROAD sieve, AN,

@ LW

Ji&ue It is related that the Babylonian rabbi Haiyi was held
guilty of blasphemy for pronouncing, in Isaiah viii. 17, ‘N'JN

with 7 instead of 3N with N ("B ww:mn 'l\'l"? w:m
DPV’ N'ab)*, In Assyrian there is obvnously no difference in

-
sound between X 1 and }), nor any way of distinguishing them
from one another in writing; e.g. ¢lu, “god,” isk'aliz, they
asked,” masa'u, “exit”; la'abu, “flame” t£dmtu, “sea,” diru,
“ cternity,” ndru, nver ; ussu, “strong,” séru or sivu, “seed,”

ishmi, “ he heard,” #imu, “ thunder.” Neither has ‘tany distinct
sound or representative, as wusdlu, “gazelle,” dribu, “raven.”
! [Lagarde, Armenische Studien, p. 635, No. 976; but see also Friinkel, Aram.

Fremdww, im Arab. (Leiden 1886), p. 91.]
1 [7B. Meg. 24 1)

w. L. _ ' 4
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Rg has likewise sunk to the same level, eg. rdsmu, “loving,”
rému, “grace,” iméru or imiru, “ass,” apti, “1 opened,” riku,
“distant, remote.” But Mg has preserved its sound and is
represented by a special sign; e.g. Bhitu, “sin,” khamilts, “ five,”
akhu, “brother,” ambkhas, “1 destroyed,” “defeated,” arkhiu,
“month.” In this case the comparison of the Assyrian may
be important for Hebrew lexicography, as shewing us the dis-
tinction between Mg and Rg in this language. E.g., as Friedrich
Delitzsch has pointed out in his little book 7/he Hebrew Lan-
guage viewed in the Light of Assyrian Rescarch [London 1883],

I'll_'_\g é};. to open, Assyr. spti, “ he opened,” is quite different
from MR carving, engraving, Assyr. iptakk, “he carved.” So
too N9, (L, sailor, is in Assyr. malakhu or mallikhu (with g),
and has nothing to do with ‘C{: N H‘?p “salt.” It is said to be
a word borrowed from the Accadian.

II. Advancing from the gutturals, we next encounter, in
the order of the organs of speech, the so-called palatals, 3, 3, P

These interchange freely with one another in the different dia-
lects. Eg, in Hebrew itself the radicals }31 and ]33; <D and

AR A 4

"2D, also Syriac ..\"m and ;.;m; further T3 and a3

my, l-;\\and l-;-a; 'IE? almond tyee, R?J#, ]L'W;; DUP
truth, ].A:..Q.B, but Mahd. m.-a.‘:':; r\g"g archer, M; PIj'Y
and é“f“" In Mandaitic the interchange of P with 3 is very
frequent, under the influence of a neighbouring «{ or ¢; as
NDOW)] [gustd] = 1840 summer, and so in the radicals b, (=38
15, for Soop, p. Bpb: Y break of (a branch) = HEP (comp.
PBYp in Joel i 7: MY NI MPp 303 D). More rarely

- e
.

LRl 14

does ) exchange with ¢ ; eg. g, }3), 423 and ~tvﬂ-‘; ny,
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<y, and ;,’, be angry; Z.;j;. and i.:\:'z, outery ; ._’.;.;;. and
Jial (diall), row'. '

1.- ) is hard in Hebrew, Aramaic, Assyrian, and Ethiopic,
like our g in gv, give, get; in Arabic its sound varies, for the
Syrians pronounce it soft, like g in gem, whereas in Egypt and

parts of Arabia the hard sound is retained, J;;., J;.J. The

_ Hebrew and Aramean, however, modified its sound, when im-
mediately preceded by a vowel (however slight), into one much
resembling that of the Greek « between two strong vowels,
as ayalds, or the Arabic i. Indeed, when writing Arabic with

Hebrew letgers, the Jews generally use 3 to represent c-( Modemn
Syriac gives unaspirated -.\\the sound of dy or j in a few roots,

such as o..l..'\&dydniu or janiu (a?-':\\) “steal, carry off " ; ﬁsm.&
dyiimla or jiimla, “camel” In a very few cases the Arabic
soft g has been still further softened into s&; eg., in Egypt the

word wisksh, “face” apparently = a:.; Similarly the old

-
L4 Xd

grammarian al-G’awiliki mentions A7 asa faulty pronunciation

wt
®wF b »

of ,19:\3, “jt chews the cud®”
2. " is also hard in Hebrew, Aramaic, Assyrian, Arabic

o o’

and Ethiopic, like our.£, as N3, ©bd S, The Hebrew
and Aramaic modify its sound, after a vowel, into one closely

rescmbling that of the Arabic ¢, as 33!, ©ola) (but Arabic

£3). Hence, when a Jew writes Arabic with Hebrew letters,
he uses § for ¢.—In modern Syriac unaspirated £ 3 is said to

have the sound of # or ¢4, eg., ]:‘:ko tyalbad or chalba, BNO
maltyd or malchs; V> tyappa or chappi—In modern Arabic

1 [These Inst seem to be loan-words, Friinkel, p. 227.]
3 [Lsvve des locutions vicieuses, p. 148, in Morgenl. Forschungen, Leips. 1875.]

4—3
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& is also softened dialectically into a sound like that of & or
tsh, sometimes of df or £; as MK £43t5b or #atib, r&.. hagim,
J..K gamil—In some Amharic words the old Ethiopic £ has been
asplrated, %k, and finally becomes l:, eg. Adna, “to become,” for

kona, ;,\S; hilii, “all,” for kuwdlla, ‘Jj Perhaps this may help
us to connect such a form as Ar. U, §4, with Eth. n P: £iyd.
&

3 in the older dialects is a # pronounced far back in
the mouth, or rather, deep in the throat. In our English alpha-
bet its lineal representative is ¢. In some Arabic dialects it

takes the sound of dsk or ds, sometimes of ckor ¢; e.g. JL" dshible

or dsibll, 5 dsarib, J.»h ‘adsil, 85 (d'id, 5, e .nn‘a But

its ordinary sound, throughout Arabia and Africa, is that of a
hard g. This too is common in the modern forms of Ethiopic,

whence Magdali for Makdals, ®PLRN:, tagdbbala for takdbbala.
In parts of Syria and Egypt, on the other hand, as well as in

Ambharic, P is apt to be converted into N\ A Syrian Christian
vts o of
says ‘ult, ‘d'#al, for 13, J 31; and a native of Shoa pronounces

ta'dbbala instead of tagdbbala or takbbbala. The Egyptian rail-
way station Zagazig is written 5, ;6; Zagas#, pronounced
either Zagdsig or Za'asi’; the word japiki ‘-’E‘%; becomes
ha'?i,
III. We next come to the dentals <1, N, 1, which are

common to all the old languages: eg.
§

Coor BM1: Ass. dubbu, 2, 1y

;;, AL Ass. idu (power), m, '-'- ];a!’
=0, bt non, AW
Uu,-!sv ﬂ'l'-‘\ ‘-;-J'L'
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oY Ass. atanu, W, ]:vZT,
Jb, ma: bw, W
b, Bow; by, said;

Shd YDA Assibbi, Non, o,

Of these, N and B interchange frecly, as '7!_5'), \6.9, but

J3, #0e; TR and Thas; b and Thaed; 4, 1KY,
and 7PN, rarely PYD; KON, -.a.'é.u, ;,;_L;, and AR, In
modern Syriac 11 for ANL. 9 often inte;changes with I, as
in the Hebrew radicals "W\ and "V}, Arabic ;\i‘, and ;\«;; F‘h

s

and 3y; in Mandaitic NEIND, “shoulder,” for 1645, B3,
:ﬁg 5 RP"!’W. “silence,” 154.;, and even 2NY), as well as
anny, a'A:J More rarely does < interchange with 1, as ﬂ;‘l

and 1'?.1; ™, ,;Li\, and dor or 16._60'1, Mand. NONDN;
W3, “height, mountain,” Sam. 93¢, Eth. 24C:; P;',',
053. :;.p; and ;;,d;, MN®P:: Of a possible interchange of N
with J, 1 shall have something to say when we come to speak

of the persons of the perfect in the verb. As another instance
I may mention the substitution of £ for ¢# in some modern

Syriac forms of the verb ]2}. “to come,” e.g., partic.:ip. l.ln and

L5 (tyta, itya), for 1o2] and L) ; imper. 15 (¢9) for L2 (12).

Of these three letters ¥ and [\ undergo a slight modification
in Hebrew and Aramaic, when immediately preceded by a
vowcl. In this position they receive a sound nearly approxi-
mating to ¢& in tkat and think respectivcly ; whence the Jews
in writing Arabic use § for § and fj for .,, Eg. PJ?, P:;l‘j’_;
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YR, YN, The fate of such aspirated letters is usually to

disappear gradually, especially when they stand between two
vowels or at the end of a word. Final 4 is almost lost to the
car in a Spanish word like ciudad, whilst in the Italian csvitd
it is gone even to the eye. So in French there is no trace of
a d in épée, but the comparison of the Spanish espada and Italian
spada reveals at once the history of the word. Similarly in the
Semitic languages the final N of the feminine gender in the

LR d

noun and verb disappeared. The Arabic (13 became in
Hebrew H%QP"; the Ethiopic 93%; gannat, was written in Arabic

5@ »

& gannat*, and vulgarly pronounced first garnat, then gannak,
and finally ganna, janna, exactly the Hebrew ngg, Syriac ]-I..\'\
This has gone much farther in the Aramaic dialects than in
Arabic and Hebrew. E.g.in Syriac, as\D for 2a5\0 , nfbg,
wo} for Aadd; @, By, 0, W, for [T K], NITND,
18D, RYT RD; 1 for &?l . In the Talmid, *3 for 3,
W3 for r‘.l_.:l (with the additional loss of the final n, as in ‘3 for
13, *37 for r"_).:!), fem. 87 for R ; 'RD for T ND; and the
like. In modern Syriac this aspirated # and 4 disappear regu-
larly between two vowels: ]602550 for ]20.:5&» ; L’.A.» for

]A'...b.n, SisGwa'é (]l'.ﬁ.rinm) for sasawathé (old Syr. ][5.:56.5),
-,..32 #&'3, 30, for ‘_.A_\'.L 3w} diyi, “mine,” not for .,
as in old Syriac, but for the Talmidic *T* (from ) h.;f.
(yane) “1 know him,” for ourse @ Wi §); 1ar W'«igno-
rance,” for ]2313,.'- I Hence the fem. pron. 1y01 (old Syr. ];o"l)

becomes first ]cﬁf, and finally T, with which compare the Tal-
miidic' X7 above. I should remark that where <7 and N are

retained in modern Syriac of Urumiah, their sound is hard, and
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very little difference is perceptible between them, particularly
at the end of words. For instance, the particle &, which forms

“the future tense (t.o;z A.'.':) is a contraction for : ]L'.) but

usually written AQ the imperative of ,a&, “to do, is written
and pronounced Loa vut, for 20.95, Qa....,; 01.350 is pro-
nounced nearly as minnit ishs; the old Syriac \;S'Dz oLa is

pronounced and actually written \;Sb; B._g.?,—TLastly, I may

mention that the hard 1+ and £ of the ancient Ethiopic are
changed in Ambharic, in certain cases [where y or ¢ follows], into
ty or ¢k, and dy or j; c.g., in the 3rd pers. sing. fem. perf. of the
verb nabarack “she was” (for i1} nabarat * she sat,” compare
Spamsh ser, for seev, sederve); & for 7\2‘ & “hand,” walld for

(Dl\g walladdi “ father.”

Thus far I have spoken chiefly of the pure 1, I\, 1, which
remain unchanged in all the old Semitic languages, and undergo
comparatively slight alterations in the modern dialects, such
changes depending mainly upon the aspiration of these letters
in the older forms. Now, however, I must touch upon another
set of modified dentals, which undergo in the old languages
themselves a regular series of permutations.

Besides the simple dentals ¢ od, b¢, the old Arabic
possesses a series of aspirated or lisped dentals, (s 24, O dk,
b th. These formed, I have no doubt, part of the protosemitic
stock of sounds, which has been preserved in Arabic alone. In
the other Semitic languages they underwent various modifica-
tions.

The Aramcans, as a rule, dropped the difficult lisped sound

L ld

altogether, and fcll back upon the simple dental; e.g. . éreak,
o s o PP 4 [ A »
“QL' e plough, LP“; t)d "“‘Q?’ dal, f”" J'."b’ ]l-a'z;

L d

A, s-b-! The other Semites took a different course, modifying
the lisped letter into a sibilant. In Phoenician and Hebrew
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ECr
& became s4, in Ethiopic and Assyrian f} s'; eg. g, “Ww,
NG Ass. sir; :". L),?? , NPN: (kang up), Ass. iskul (hang up,

weigh); ;;, garlic, DR, hOY: Ass. simu; s, B, chihs
F g
oi» OC: (abundant crop). Similarly  became in all these

s

languages #; eg. Cw P2}, Hfhe Ass. s2bu (for sibhu); i,

PYS 3
i!**. AHY: Ass. usnu; dsl, TR, AH::  Finally, b appears in
Eorow

‘the other languages as ¥, 5; eg. ialb, mbf):_r, KOPT: Ass.

L3
. $Ow
salmu, “dark”; Jb, ‘73, KA\t: Ass. gillu and salilu; ,&B,

R4CC: nb¥, Ass. jupru; j, %), 382:: Of course, as every
rule has its exceptions, these series are occasionally liable to

disturbances. For instance $UG cucumber, gypts D’&_t@,
Ass, kissi, ought by rule to be in Aramaic R'ND; but the actual
form is R:QP, L:.&B, the proximity of P having hardened the &

Of the Aramaic dialects some have advanced to the Hebrew
stage, at least in sporadic instances. In the great inscription of
Taima, for example, we find %} for *7, ‘I and its fem. 87 for r‘l
and N7; and the same forms occur in the Egyptian Aramaic
inscriptions and papyri. In Mandaitic there are not only pro-
nominal and adverbial forms of this kind, as 'IN7, fem. NIND

(but YR zhis is, and occasionally RINM); NI = a0l
then I‘!’Rﬁ, as well as ["™T'K7, 4ow? but also a few other words,
as NTONT or R, male, N'INT or R'2'N, offering (but NIRT
offerer, NI ND altar), NJP‘T beard, and very strangely &‘?P'! as
well as XOp™, pam trec, and NV as well as NI, blood,

1 [Of the two forms of s which are distinguished in Assyrian writing, though they
seem to have ultimately come to be pronounced alike, the one which corresponds to
<= B is that which Schrader and Delitzsch represent by 5, while Sayce and other
English scholars render it by simple 5. See below, p. 58.]
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Among the modern dialects the Arabic alone calls for notice.
Generally speaking, it has adopted the same course as the old
Aramaic, ie. it retrogrades by changing the lisped into the

Cr P e »
simple dental; eg. ,yi 7, “ox,” i ketir, w:‘:‘;‘ itnén, co\=S
“beggar.” More rarcly it advances the # to a sibilant, s, as

CaR L 4 rd

P2 L P
sibit = W, bakis = Lo\ (argue, dispute), bhabbds = s
(scoundrel). The word d,.g..\; in the sense of narvative, story,

is pronounced in Egypt {m:iit, but in the sense of *religious
tradition,” adis. Even in ancient Arabic we occasionally find

o~ s

¢ for th, as in;;; = ;3, U repent’ = ;U return. Similarly
lisped & seems to become in modern Arabic either 4 or s;
s ¢ oo e £
eg. dib = 35, dahab = 23, adin= 3\, kidb and kish
se T se . 8 es
= S, dam = )\, siky = $J (recitation), samb = _ Jo. In
’, ) -,
G »

like manner  is pronounced either & ( 2) or 3, eg. ‘adm = ‘.Bc,

&
- Lo Bl Lo Pl
dill = )b, dalma = Lb, sulm = r\b, duky = 5, sahar = b,
hife = his. "
IV. The sibilants next engage our attention, viz. 1, D, ¥
¥ ©), and . ‘ »

1. Pure £ 1 runs through all the Semitic languages, as e
g

9‘_\!, “§l, Ass. séru or sfru, “seed”; ;:, OHH: fy, ];C:A, Ass.

izsu, “strong.” But Eth. H, Heb. 1, ar;d Ass. s, often corres-
g e

pond, as we have seen above, to Arab. § and Aram. ; as AR

AN, slbu, HAN: Ayaena, 2%,

! (In this sense and form the word is a loanword from the Aramaic .QZ,
sce Friinkel, LeAsnow. p. 83.] _

® [The distinctive sound of ¥ is preserved in some parts of the Hijiz.)
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Not unfrequently } interchanges with r and D; eg. r‘W

D‘?Q» 205 YO), ¢ .3.», P, bn S WY, W, Ky

Gro Grw

and |.Sl, vulg. Arabic s'ghaiyar and gighasyar (pé; pio).

2. The Aramaic possesses two s-sounds, ¥ s and e s4, to
which correspond Arabic (w s and 2 sk, Ethiopic @ and W,
which latter are, however, confounded in modern times. The

- Hebrew has also D=, but splits «s into sk and ¥ s, the
latter of which approximates to D, and is oftcn confounded with

it; eg. 92 and DY3; UB‘! and DB; m‘aw for m‘::b
-in Eccl. i. 17. Hence, by a further confusnon of sounds, the
Ephratmlte nL)hD for n')h” (intermediate stage, n‘;hb)

The Assyrian appears also to have had two :-sounds, though
Assynologxsts seem to differ on the question of their pronuncia-
tion. Haupt for example, evidently distinguishes between an
Assyrian s = Hebrew ¥, and an Assyrian sk = Hebrew ¥, but
holds that these were gradually confounded, as in Ethiopic,
so that both came to be s. As for the Assyrian sound cor-
responding to the Hebrew D, Haupt holds that it was sk. On
the contrary, Schrader and others seem to maintain that the
Hebrew D is in Assyrian s, and that the other letter is sk, J.
See Schrader’s article in the Monatsberichte der Berliner Aka-
demie, 5 March 1877; Hommel, Zwei Fagdinschriften Asur-
banibal's, 1879; and Haupt's “ Beitriige zur assyrischen Lautlehre”
in the Nachrichten der konigl. Gesellschaft der Wissenschaften su
Gottingen, 25 April, 1883, especially p. 107, note 2'.

1 [In Schrades's system of transcription s is the Assyrian consonant that corresponds
etymologically to Hebrew D and 5 that which corresponds to Hebrew &. Similarly
Delitzsch, Ass. Gr. p. 106, recognises an Assyrian s=Hebrew D and an § which
etymologitally considered is of threefold nature, viz. 5=, wi =0 &3
1=, >+ In many English books on the other hand, e.g. in those of Sayce,
Schrader's § is written s, while his 5 is 5. DProf. Wright abstains, it will be observed,
from expressing any opinion of his own on the controverted guestion of the pronuncia-
tion of the sibilants, and his MS. presents variations which shew that he had not come
to a final decision as to the best way of transcribing them. See above, p. 13, 1. 19
wherte s in sarap is the consonant which Schrader and Delitzsch represent by ¥, and
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Asarule, ©=w=01=D; as

™ o e w
v e ’
but there-are exceptions [perhaps merely graphical], as

SAr

" oA WD, [for W) but Uis. s
L o

Hebrew ¥, as a general rule, corresponds to Arabic i and’
vice versd, Arabic (w corresponds to Hebrew /. The Aramaic
follows the Hebrew, writing of course &0 for ., E.g.

() pb  wom ;:;‘:'

Ww oo u’.’\:‘- ULN: Assyr. idx (grey-haired)

sw M L:JL;-:- »y Sumélu (-”ﬂ)
N

Tl sl
) B TRV . drsu, ériu

nw s C“' fHiich s

'3 8v,
- Y I T AL
e o § »
W los Sl
similarly p. 56, 1. 3 sqq., whereas on p. 14, L 23 ¥ is used in Schrader’s sense.
Elsewhere he writes s with s& above it, but on the whole he seems finally to have
_ inclined to use 5 in Schrader’s sense whenever it was desirable to indicate a distinction
between the two forms of the sibilant. For the sake of uniformity this mode of
transcription will be adopted in the following pages, without reference to variations in

the Ms., which would doubtless have been removed had Prof. Wright lived to see
his work through the press. ]
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e o _w & -
L2z TS NS W R P P

Nn v'j -l-:i U:i’ CAnh: w  rEu, riiu

These rules are not, however, invariably observed. E.g.
1‘2;” o\ but [as a loanword] \.l;l: (not “,;;_:‘.)
F A2 v e

ﬂp;ﬂ' ].;.Sn.‘- but uob (00t juow, €xcept in some modern
dialects), Assyrian Samiu.
There is another Hebrew @, which corresponds to an Ara-
_maic 2, Arabic &, Ethiopic i, Assyrian s [$]. of which I gave
some examples above. Add:

LI t A2
W2ty i
b i en o awm
ar o ® - =

Lps s ¢an hen: Waddi
P and P, as well as D, may occasionally interchange with
. eg pab, Eth. Whe: or Auhe:, pn¥; ¥ph, lasoas,
Eth. f®wAu; (womb), Talm. N¥D'TY and R¥DW] (fat of the intes-

tines), Mand. N¥BYY; Y3, M¥, clos RO0:; DOP, Kog0.
D (w is frequently changed into } _p under the influence of

Coe »9 o
a following ¥, and in Arabic of a 'tid or ,; as Jlu. S,
e (“young camel,” “tent pole”), _iis; especially in foreign’
words with s¢, as &?bb& or R‘?pxqt_

Very curious is the change in Assyrian of § into / before
a dental ; e.g. altur or aStur (W), maltitu or maltitu (drink,
), hamists or kkamilts (five, W), lubustu or lubultu (dress,
v’:’?). It appears, however, to be thoroughly well established.

Lastly, it would ‘seem that an initial s may in certain cases
interchange with 1 4, and later with 8. This is most obvious in
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£ v P 3 -
the verbal form \\L.a.-, Heb. S'vb.‘l, Ar. Jsil, Aram. \\m‘;

and in the pronouns of the 3rd pers., Ass. 5u, f. §, pl. Sunu,
f. ¥ina; in the suffix forms $u, ¥a, pl. Sunu, Sina. The Himya-
ritic oﬂ'ers us a suffix form !U pl. bl, as well as ¥, pl. \on.
The other Semitic languages have all the /A-form, except the
modern Mehri, which has, according to von Maltzan’, masc. /e,
f. s¢, pl. kiém, 1. sén; as suffixes ke, f. es, pl. hum, {. senu. Such

cases as &<\, ‘:"_7.:1, @Lln, are very rare, and may either be

accidental or capable of some other explanation.

3. Wec have alrcady scen that P may be weakened into the
other sibilants ¥, D, 1; and we have also shown that it corres-
ponds in Ethiopic, Phocnician, Hcbrew, and Assyrian, to the
Arabic b, which is rcpresented in Aramaic by ¥, <4. One or
two additional cxamples may not be superﬂuous

8 o,
s;¥, Assyr. sabitu, b L.n.‘
Sl

DT & Vol

e =viiv
m¥ migvate (Is. 33. 20) } R03: (_;‘
142] load travel lad  carry.

I now remark that ¥ in Hebrew may correspond
(@) To Arabic  p, Ethiopic ], Assyrian 5, Aramaic 3

% ol isiid ; s

IR il ARNOT: gumbu (for
R o b Koy
8- °
ob¥s  Jo  ma: fiyo
MW ow op

() To Arabic 5, Ethiopic 0, Assyrian 5, Aramaic 9; as

56, o ¥
WA §s  ec: i
by 8¢ : litas

1 [ZDMG., vol. xxv. (1871) p. 200 5q.]
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proo al
]&3 :.{.; ) sénu, sinu ]:\L
s [ 4

wye  OCh: lois

o : v

| LRIV R u
- v

¥ e w
¥ ®OA: g (“heescaped”)
v part. dsi =
™M o (“satisfied”) 13
. E.;; hgw ]'A;.'Q
sof o9

'® w3 ' drgitu (ér-) s3]

If another } follows in the word, then this Aramaic } is
commonly weakened into ¥; e.g.

V‘?_Y éL' silu (for Rgsv r;&\.

) , sif%)
DYS¥N Y e Ny (RBY) a2
G w9
Ciné las]
Sro, ’ °

PTRY g TR sl
]’Q i;;. Assyr. gssu . YN

There are however some exceptions to this rule; e.g.
¥ Sod QML #2’3

T d

D) it;  §€R: “to be scattered, flee” >
f i (with &, not 0) s
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L 3 . 1 4
¥ & 3
. L 14
e Gl
Fa av
o ; @5
8 L. [ 23R4
£ o Agyr. sirn | £S) (3
PP 1 4
e : | »s
P g v v
i lissas
:-:'J: with ey ot 23 *

k;i’é‘ ‘00'

In such cases some of the younger dialects seem to be, as it
were, faintly conscious of their loss, and strive to make good
the defect in different ways. Sometimes a P, or the combination

PN, takes the place of the §; as in &R‘)&_{ for R;Z")g (Jerem. x.
11), Mand. &JPK for Rgg, mps for R":llpg, Occasionally

8ro

the same thing happens in the case of a simple J, as "\99'. e
}ras, Mand. N9BX, but also NIBNPN, and even NIBNIN.

e d

At other times a ) appears upon the scene; e. g. haro “to press,

squeeze,” .b.&\\be oppressed,instead of JA); c.J.s\.- Syriac ,..».&
- Talm. 03, for g].  This last word, owmg to the difficulty

of its utterance, undergoes some curious modifications. The
regular Aramaic form is found in Talmudic and Mandaitic, viz.
T (not Afel), N'O1Y, “I laughed”; but also "I (M),

and even ’?‘ﬂ"l Somcthing similar occurs in Syriac with the

word l.a.si, «i=s, whence are formed the secondary radicals

4

@t and .a.a;.

1 [This example is however disputed by G. Hoffmann, ZDMG., xxxii. 762.]
8 [See however Frinkel, Fremdowmw., p. 183.)
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Before going further let us examine by the light of these
permutations the Hebrew radical "1B¥. You will find that it.

represents nQ less than four different radicals in Arabic and
Ethiopic.

(r) DY “whistle, twitter,” ,i,, whence
; F 2L

ey, fsﬂ; “BY, ;i\o Jyhas, Ass. issir (for igpir).

L

(3)  Tb¥ “turn, return, twine, twist,” ,is, 044: whence
1By “turn, crown or garland.”

Pl

(3)  “bY “leap, spring,” é, whence
DY “he goat,” NIBY, ':‘:'95;
(4 "BY, ,ib, whence

. F ® »
NBY “nail,” 4L, REC: Ass. supru, L1l
Perhaps we may add in Aramaic, by interchange of ¥ and @,
(s) NBY, ];.a;” “dawn” ij;v from radical 2B,

V. The labials 3 4 and B p interchange freely with one
another; as also J & and .

1. b and p: ‘73‘_\3, ]fl,é, Ass. parsillu, Ar. 3);., Jetter,
Jorceps®. o

f Lo T

nYp3, &y, lAsae

vi."

e, Wayna, oyt
nay, Wl
<> e

Particularly when the letter # 1y follows; as ]Kai or ]&Qi,

1 [This last according to Guidi, Sede, p. 18, Friinkel, p. 153, is a loanword from
the Aramaic.} :
8 (Loanword from the Aramaic according to Friinkel, p. 153.]
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u::;} “ pitch™*; M’z&..s for lx?si&;. U&a&: for ‘:‘w’ even
whe;i a vowel intervenes, as Mand. B for N3, NL)mb for
Creary

2. band m: N3, =l ’ oy

1, o9 OF Jojs HOBY sk,
L Ve .

The Arab grammarians mention such cases as & for &,
g-_{;.rb for ._-_(L...T Le; and the like. In Himyaritic ]J stands
for |, tglho, and |3 for I, Jrom.

A slight aspiration of 3 § and B p modifies these sounds
into vand /. Hebrew and Aramaic have both sounds, the latter
after a vowel, and indicate the difference merely by points.
Arabic and Ethiopic have only & and f; Assyrian only 4 and p.
The sound of p is one of extreme difficulty to an Arab. The

Ethiopic & # and T g (or ps) are in native words usually modi-
fications of an original 4, sometimes of an /.

(1) n33, nady 1o, sl
K S P e :

(2) M\, T

‘.,” 4“, ‘2?. m. .
In modern Syriac, I may remark, f is generally hardened
into 9, as [LAND malpdnd for 11a\%. The modern Ethiopi¢

dialects, on the contrary, such as Tigrifia and Amhanc, possess
the aspirated 4, or v.

In Assyrian an original m passes into aspirated 8, or v, as
in argamadnu or argavdnu, * purple,” Heb. }Di'l& Aram, na'm

surménu or survénu, “ a sort of cypress,” Aram. NJ’JW RJ’W
modern Arabic Y ,s s arakh-Samnu (samnu), * eighth month,”

! [The Arabic is a loanword, Friinkel p. 151.] -
W. L. 5
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or favnu (savnu), Heb. m These two letters, m and v,
are not distinguished from each other in Assyrian writing.

The aspirated 5 and p, that is to say v and f, are liable to
undergo a further change, viz. into w (0, ,). Examples of this
arc comparatively rarc in the older dialects; e.g. 33‘!3 ‘5305

& rbr

Sy, for 2333; 15503, T1osci, RIWD, for RIT. 1IN

b;ﬂr ) ,L....!, but Hiph. ..A.-o], BYAR.  In some of the modern
dialects, on the contrary, this change is common. We find it,
for instance, in Ambharic, e.g. A0 : sew, “man,” for 1A : sad?’;
iNL: mavdra and T4 : nora (for navra, naura). But especially
is it common in modern Syriac, where aspirated & is constantly

treated as =0, w, and often wholly disappears; e.g. ]:xq 8ona,
“time”; ];Q.igdra‘, “husband”; ]..'.._p} difishd, “honey” ; ].':.sz.
tildnd, “straw”; ]]a.... for ]l:.oa.:., khiild, “debt”; L'o..u for
].Lac:.». khfiya, “darkness”; .o&. for .oaga, shik, “let alonc,”
“pardon.” The same remarks apply to £, in the few cases in
which it is not hardened into p; e.g. ]..;a.: noshd, for ].'n.m.
]A...poi riishtd, “winnowing shovel,” for 'L;.m;

A curious change in Arabic is that of s th into f; eg.

6.. e § o Ew

‘..p “then,” r.i (’J:’ “garlic,” ‘.,,’ ’( J; “interstice” (between the
‘ (>4 SV oo
crosshandles of a bucket), U ‘..», ‘...\a. “ stuttering, stam-

& » » S w

mering”; ‘.\.», ‘.\.», “a cloth used as a strainer”; yile, ,ile,

§ vl $ 2L
“calamity”; ”,\5.,. and ),dae, “sweet sap” or “gum” issuing

& - § v

from certain plants; se, oo, “a tomb” (connected with
P*12 “a stook”). Compare the substitution of / in Russian for

the Greek 0; e.g. Feodor for Theodore, Afinus for Athens, etc.
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" VI. The liquids '7, 3, 9, and the letter §y, interchange freely.
(1) U with 3, and vice versd: ¢nb and oy, ﬂ.?d? and

1”); I Aramaic I3 and rl'?" M‘I‘? and ]8013, Talmud.

B3 for bpb, NBAY for Ninb, 497 for rSn, San. ,
L &4D
(2) b with 9, and vice versa: nJD"N mﬂii P

W HW IJ....L‘ Ethiopic plur. AShé:, [ AN

(for 1AN\a\s); Mand. NTBNR for JjasalZ, and NNORY for
hos-'b, ny’?q, Mand. R!‘?N‘l, but Aram, N?'T_'b ‘ sn-

(3) 3 with 9, and vice versa: 313 and él.\\q, |t and
;St'lé ; M and w..;;.

(4) B with ; as Y tribuum (threshing-machine), -]
(Syriac ]{*.; “axe"); ]fo.;.».':o and R'?'lvn; Especially at the

o

end of words; e.g. ‘n':. h‘l);‘L’.l, Arab. SL";\; D’JbB, rl:.g,

[

kobo; 41 ‘...-u, N, “if,” J, u‘ So in the pronouns, ru',
o, but \OAJ]; (..S. D3, Di3, @-9; rm, (a'p 8 \OO'I. So in the
plural terminations of the noun, Arab. ;,i, ‘;7, Aram. &

Heb. D'_; in the dual, Arab. u\;, u:'-"'; Aram, . =
Heb. B'_. o

Final D and | are apt to fall away :—

(1) In the construct state of nouns dual and plural.

(2) In the adsolute plural of nouns, not only in Talmudic,
Mandaitic, and modern Syriac, but also in Assyrian, where we
have such plurals as malki “kings,” ilf “gods,” pagri “bodics™.

1 [But see Yourn. of Phil. xiv. 118.]
2 [Probably from a Persian word niddna; N&ld. in G. G. 4. 1884, p. 1022.]
8 {Or also, according to Haupt and Delitzach, mald? etc.]

§—2
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In Hebrew a few cases may perhaps be found, both in the
plural and dual, but they are doubtful.

(3) In the 2nd and 3rd pers. plural imperfect masc. and

L R g s @y s

fem. of the verb; eg. Arab. \3i,. 13is; Heb p‘mp'
ﬂg‘ﬁp’ (9); Syr. QMN. <4a3; but in vulgar Arabic, and
more commonl)f in Hebrew, \',.\_i}.é, !‘W; and in Ethiopic,
LPTN: pPIN:: So also in Assyrian we find the termination

finu or #ns, as well as the shorter &.

(4) In various other instances. For example, b in the 2nd
pers. plural perf. of the verb; !.‘ML)DP compared with DH‘)BP

@ G s [ R

vulg. Arab. I,.S.LRJ for (,.ilﬁ Again, Talmud. P or NP,
for D ') or P, fem. PR, for DPY. DPN; *TD for
B*TD (30,%, oyId, Mand. DX'D and RIMD)—] in such
Hebrew words as ]’ﬂ)b and ﬁ)b, .‘b‘ﬂ and ‘f)‘i for p‘)’ﬁ

'1'7') as proved .by the adjectives 'JW ’bi etc. Much more
frequently in the later dialects; as Talm. '3 for "3 39 for r')n,
<63 %7 and WD for "IN and [*RD; Mand. PN for
m‘; paner; ARSI for 5 PO AT for Y M
@5 S

Initial s, when pronounced with the shortest vowel, is liable
to be dropped in Hebrew and Aramaic, particularly in the

imperative of verbs ['D (P, ¥/}, .Da.o), of which more here-
after. Initial m too, according to some scholars, is occasionally
rejected in Hebrew, in the participle Pu“al, n'-?t\), 1‘?}'; whence
we can explain the modern Syriac form ..._\ Aol as standing
for --} s 'D;?-QSD- ,
Lastly, medial t:i. J, 9 are exceedingly apt to be assimilated
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to a following letter; and conversely ) and 4 are frequently
employed, especially in the younger dialects, for the purpose
of dissimilating the component elements of a double consonant.

(1) Assimilation: in verbs ]"b; further, m&'ﬂt’b (1Aal\0),
]A&: (185a),), mm (ﬂﬁ cp. |7§'7§ and ‘7553),
WSa e MY Wiy P 93, 135, for w09;

TR for MY D'BR for D'BIN; 'R for 'N)3; YADK for
g Wiy, Mivow, Moy, Wy WL ANL and
]'l'é). Forms like &% (rare pl. D'EPN, gen. DY), ]A&.L:.n,

sy are easily explained, the long vowel being merely a

compensation for the lost doubling.

. oo -7 €,

(2) Dissimilation: ]..'_'u..w Sia3, ;L»., I, YL, for
¥, YID; 71D for [TID (tribute); Mand. DRIND, XM, for
DNTD, XTD; Mand. NROWD, pl. 8OWD, for 148D, 1D
(interm. 145a35); Dy and plybT3, Camios?; RO, RDI2,

8

hatad, o <.

-VIL. The weak letters 1y and } w would easily furnish me
with material for more than one lecture, if I entered into a
minute account of all their changes and vicissitudes, At present,
however, I intend to dwell only upon a few points of primary
importance,

Initial %. » runs through all the dialects, though in compa-
ratively few words; e.g.
on P U P an,

Ser

S T I - V¥

rd

iy |z

L4
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More usually an initial & in Arabic and Ethiopic has been
changed into y in Hebrew and Aramaic. The priority of the
w is proved by its reappearance in various derived forms of
the verb and noun, as we shall see hereafter.

3, one: A

€ s

s, QUN: 3R aW, “20Ls and 6L
:;; oLk I
I k!
01¢: . ];'\t':
The original initial w rarely appears in Hebrew and Aramaic,
as 7Y or 77) (if correct); [post-Biblical] a1, m3); 118, 1735,

1330 [Fpddor]; and in some cases where it has been protected by a
preceding consonant, as in the Hithpa"¢l forms TIn, yan,

'fl;e fate of the initial * in Aramaic is worthy of further
notice. In Biblical Aramaic and some other dialects we find ¥, as
7 a4y, In Syriac this letter is vocalised and becomes £,
written in older times 'R, more recently * only, as ,S..!, ,S:
(whence ]’,.‘.], ]k.’.:]) Modem Syriac, however, simply drops the
initial *; as ]é-A: thwd, “sitting”; éﬁ,‘g. “they burned.”
Mandaitic follows the ancient Syriac in the P&al form of the
verb and similar cases; as J'N)' =l n~:my=A5AI; nY or
ny =4, RWDY = ];.6.:], but drops the * in the Ethpe'el, as
amny = ooul), Thny = Su2).

In Assyrian the initial * of Hebrew and Aramaic is displaced,
we are told, by X. We find, for example, dmu, “day”; idu,

1 { p in Mandaitic is a mere vowel-lctter and repeescnts initial ¢ or 4.}
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“hand,” Eth. A2 :; arkks, “month,” rn_:, L'»J, OC4:; dsib “he

dwells, dwelling,” 32'; dsn, “going out,” N¥'; diidts, dlittu,
S, »

“bearing,” n:ll?'l', 3ally; akru, “costly,” '\P: Nor is this dislike

of the sound of initial y or w confined to Aséyrian. Even the

Arabs were prone to change initial 3 ws and 3 wi into 1 'u and

\ i; and the combination wawa is always modxﬁed at the be-
[ r-i

ginning of a word into 'awd. So in the Kor'in we find ‘

for g,j'i,; further, oL,.\’ for .:L.,’, “cushion”; (La.i for t\..:.,'.
w -2 “ se S, »

“belt”; d:\,\ for J.:\,,, plural of Z.L:‘,, “connecting link, proxi-

% 4 e 8s »
mate cause”; l)\ for 3l,,, plural of &ily, whether in the sense
L 4 d :
of “guard”’ or of “ounce.” Hence we see at once the connexion,

,0f
on the one hand, between t s “to date,” and Eth. ®C~4: “month”;
F X7
‘7’33 “joint,” and ey, where the w is original; and, on the

other hand, between aS.: and ;-‘(?E,’-.qedm"; y:-: and ™,
“be long,” where the ¥ claims the priority.

Of the disappearance of initial  in some verbal and nominal
forms, I shall treat hereafter, when we come to the verbs ¥'B in
the Hebrew Grammar.

Medial w2 and y are chiefly liable to change under the in-
fluence of a preceding and following vowel, which lead to their
vocalisation, and in some cases to thcir entire disappearance.
Eg.

g

Perf. RO A op san for kowama,

Uo: DY  Sam  for sayama;

v

LA

Imperf. (R Lo mp: soady for yakwumau,
LU D’*_U: 50.-.:9.! for yasyimu.
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Compare also e, nb, Ao, for mawita; and JLL, for
tawula, with ¢A3 and W, for ¢h3 and ¢, Uncontracted

examples are, however, to be found ; as J ,g “be blind of one eye,”

d > “squmt u:..\; “have a slender waist,” 9\3 m, My, l°5

jas; and the contractnon doa not take place when the 3rd radical
is likewise a w or y, as ";,), MY, w03 ; ﬂ}?. ]o.n; etc.
- Medial w passes into y chieﬂy under the influence of an

o »

accompanying §, as a‘Lu ]A&n...n “resurrection” (where the
Arabic ¢ has become a mere s4%vd in Syriac), for u\).. Instances

like vy} Aram. N1, Joon, Arab. ..;;;, are rare. In the Hebrew
Pi“el and Aramaic Pa“él the change is more frequent; as
op, ::I:I,:».:..:':, «@ll, al}; but examples to the contrary
are not wanting, as Y, “surround,” "Ny, MY, 5%, ‘@3, ¥,
...a.z,' 1. .As the original form is the Arabic kswwama, the
change perhaps began with' the 2nd w, which passed into jy,
kawyama; this worked upon the preceding w, so as to cause
assimilation, dayyama; and hence arose the Aramaic form

kayyém, and finally the Hebrew kzyyém as we shall afterwards
see in more detail.

Final w, when it appears at all as a consonant, is gencrally
found in the shape of y; c.g. in Hebrew '!‘73 !D‘DD’ “they cover

them.” Its retention in such forms as 'bw “be qulet is rare;

R s o

for even the Arabic, which tolerates s>, requires o and
",_L_. for ;.,) and ,.L_. 1o 1%, 1903, 1, W, and the like, we

should probably pronounce the final } nearly as #; as also in the
forms with pronom. suffixes, like WD pf (for ¥T'B), 27 or

1139 d2bhkarad (for ¥1"137). This view derives some confirma-



.} WEAK LETTERS, 73

tion from ancient Hebrew seals, on which we read such inscrip-
tions as:

Y T2y aaehb ie eI 3w yTINEH
wy 2oy b ie. ¥ T30 YR

In the perfect of the verb the Ethiopic alone retains the
distinction of the final radicals, e.g. +N\®: 2aldwa, “follow,” MMNP:
bakdya, “weep.” In the other languages the  has been changed
into y, and the combination aya contracted into 4. In Arabic
the grammarians have introduced an arbitrary distinction, and
write 15 for talawa and 91, for bakaya, but the sound is the
same in both cases, fald, bakd; and hence the Aramean has

P2, 130, with 1, X. In Hebrew a [ is substituted for this N,
2R, N23; but this does not warrant us in speaking of them as

verbs .‘r"') The only real verbs n"") in Hebrew are such as
M3, PR, in Syriac owe, owol, and the like. Upon the

i,
whole subject of the weak letters y and (41 shall find it necessary

to enter into fuller details, when we come to the classes of verbs
in which they appear as first, second and third radicals.

Having thus gone through the various classes of letters in
the Semitic alphabet, and enumerated the principal changes to
which they are liable in the different Semitic languages, I will
conclude this branch of my subject by briefly recapitulating
those permutations which are of primary importance, any de-
viation from which must be regarded with a careful scrutiny
before we accept the relationship of the words in question. In
so doing, I shall follow the order of the Hebrew alphabet.

1. =4 in all the languages; but also
b 1
11 init. = Assyr. &, Arab. |, Eth. A, Aram. §, ].

2. 1=z in all the languages; but also
= Assyr. s, Eth. H, Arab. 5, Aram. 7, .

3. M =Aram. R, w3, Eth. rh, Arab. ¢, Assyr. R (as iméru);
but also

N = Aram. N, w9, Eth. 4, Arab. ¢, Assyr. 2k ().
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4. ‘init. =y in all the languages except Assynan, where it
is &; but also
* init. = Aram., %, Eth. @, Arab. 5, Assyr. X.
5. D=Aram. D, &, Eth. /), Arab. (u, Assyr. s (sk).
6. Y=Aram.}), 9, Eth. 0, Arab. ¢, Assyr. R; but also
Y =Aram. }), 8, Eth. 0, Arab. ¢, Assyr. R.
7. P=¢ in all the languages; but also
I =Eth &, Arab. b, Aram. B, {, Assyr. §;
r= Eth. §, Arab. ) Aram. ), §, 1, Assyr. s
r = Eth. 6 (8). Arab. 3, Aram. 'r » g Assyr. &
8. ¥ = Aram. D [&#'], <, Eth. W, Arab. o Assyr. ¥ (s).
9. ¥/ = Aram, «», Eth. f), Arab. _u, Assyr. § (s); but also
¥ =Eth ), Arab. <, Aram. 1, Z, Assyr. &,

1 (Biblical Aramaic and the oldest Aramaic monuments have 2=¥. In Palmyrene
this & interchanges with D, e.g. JN"3¥ and JX0D.]



CHAPTER V.
THE VOWELS AND THEIR PERMUTATIONS.

WE now go on to treat of the vowels and their permutations,
a topic which I must, however, handle in a somewhat superficial
manner; as time forbids me to enter into more than the most
necessary details. In fact, a mere outline of the subject is all
that I can pretend to lay before you. Your own reading and
reflection must do the rest ; and I recommend to you, at present,
the Grammars of Olshausen, Bickell (translated by Curtiss), and
Stade, as being, on the whole, the most suggestive and the best
adapted to your present purpose.

The vowel-system of the Semitic languages, like that of the
Indo-European’, was at first very simple. There were only
three primitive vowel-sounds, 4, ¢, #, which might naturally be
either short or long, thus giving rise to six vowels:

da i 4a

Of real primitive diphthongs, like the Indo-European af and
an, we can hardly speak in Semitic; for a carcful examination
will, I think, shew us that in every case the second element in'a
Semitic af or ax was originally the consonant yor . Still, it is
convenient in this place to treat ai and a» as being practically
diphthongs, and I shall therefore so regard them, with the
rescrvation alrcady mentioned. It may perhaps be well to use
in writing ay and aw instead of af and aw.

No one of the Semitic languages, however, is exactly restricted
to this limited number of vowel-sounds, in the state in which we

} {This passage appears to have been written before the general acceptance,
among comparative philologists, of the new doctrine of the Indo-European vowels
which recognises primitive ¢ and ¢.]
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are acquainted with it, save perhaps the Assyrian, which seems
to designate in writing only the six vowcls above mentioned.
The Arabic, it is true, also exhibits in writing only the same
six vowels, but we know that the actual range of the spoken
language is far wider; and probably the same held good in
regard to the Assyrian, which is unfortunately, as a spoken
tongue, wholly beyond our ken.

Beginning, then, with the Arabic, we find that the ancient
4 14 are capable of modification in sound, chiefly according to
the nature of the consonants with which they are in juxtaposition.

In connexion with one of the gutturals. e t& or with
the letter ,, & retains its broad sound, as .s.. hadd, jos. khdmz,

A T4

g.ﬂd 26, 332 mablagh, 4..:) rabb, U..)s faras whilst with one
of the emphatic or harsh consonants, PP bbb 3> it inclines
to a duller, more obscure sound, somewhat like that of the

broad Scotch a (d) or the English  in but; eg. g.n..: bdkiya,

R

g.,.\.!a tdlaba, )L. mdtdr, Lo, diraba, ).u sadr (su), uh., batn (bu).

Also with w, as .a.!, walid, J,\ aswal (nearly awwul). Under
the same circumstances ¢ has likewise a duller sound, with the
gutturals, especially tand T inclining more to ¢ pronounced far

back in the mouth, and with o St )b 3 to that of the deep
Turkish y or English ¢ in bird, as ‘.Lg ‘elms, fg... sehr, J.u. kebr,
fb" kyshr, & is kyssah, .._,.L tybb, 4.,:}4‘\ ydrib; whilst & inclines to
g, or with ¢ and ¢ to 4, as b difr, ikl latefa, Lik) btf,
e .ko.m' or kism, s ) r0'b, J.:.c ‘omy, g{,. hokiya. The same

mﬂuences operate upon the long vowels: as J»Un {Bhir, wl.a

l‘/

s4his, i\ nddddra (spectacles), wdgib; f‘*“‘ salédh, gb...
U k’ eﬂ% t,’”. J ,L M’.
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Again, in connexion with the other consonants, whether in
a shut or open syllable, # takes a weaker sound, like that of the
common English & (in Aat, cap), or it becomes &, ¢ (as in
Méinner, pet); whilst ¥ and # are pronounced with their natural

sounds, as in gin and dull, or nearly so. Eg ;,.:;3 katabta

L T

—Sye marked, s semck, u...o..% shems, ){o dhiky, J.S kull.
The sound of # was also heard dialectically in old Arabic, as

L G -, s

34 shildda, 3, riidda, for shitdda, ritdda; ;3a shha, Jss klia;

and is found occasionally in the vulgar dialects, as il for kiill;
in this latter case perhaps under the influence of the Turkish.
In a short open syllable, followed by a long one, the short
vowels are liable to be modified and reduced almost to the

compass of the Hebrew sk¥vd; e.g. u’“‘:‘ .r!mtn, J.\L:. Je,

i;g..a; médinek, Jbu mﬁbdrdb of which the first two are

sometimes vocalised simfn, jilf/, whilst the last is vulgarly
pronounced #'bdrdk or, with a prosthetic vowel, Xmbdrdk. In
modern dialects, e.g. that of Egypt, a becomes : even in a shut

syllable, e.g. e min, for u: “who?” o,..-\ for o,...‘ “black,” ‘.L.\
//(-f

for ‘.\..\ “became a musliim,” ig=# for agsd 1J>1 “parts.” It is also
liable to be changed into %, under the mﬂuence of a proximate

G

b, f, m or w, e.g. mithabbe, miwedde for .uq,., §dger g'nwdr for

\,,. Semale slaves; similarly, muftdh for U.i,. Hums for UM...
Just as & was thus modified into & # 2' so did 4 pass mto 2

and even into #. A word like (;L:L or ,._b\:. suffered no change;

but the weaker sound in c_:\iS kitab, c_.:lj) rikab, urd lakin,
underwent a modification into 225, »ik2b, lekin, and among the
Arabs of Africa and Spain into 7, so that ul;l Hsan and 4..:\:»
bdb became Jisfn and 66, Hence the Spanish names Faen and
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! ® - P
Caniles are written by the Arabs s> and (2JUs. This is also

the usual pronunciation in modern Maltese, as o\.:; v'mid, J)L:
nis?l. -
The diphthongs ay and. aw retain their original sound after

the guttural and emphatic lctters, as u;; sayf, u,; khaw.
Otherwise they are pronounced almost like ¢ and J; e.g. :._Q.:

sef (almost s2f), w;. m*ot (almost mdt). In the spoken dialects
the original sounds aw and ay or ey are still heard, especially

of - -
when a w or y follows, as awwal )\, taiyid H":“" seiyed .g...,

g Fee l- P
aswa :,!\ Otherwise they are pronounoed 4 and ¢, as sbda nla,....

£0s (pugd s Wf«.a,», btda s\in, dérﬁa, :{fuau. s‘?fg_u.a

You see then that the Arabic, instead of being limited to the
six primitive vowels and two diphthongs, has in reality as wide
a range of vowel-sounds as the Hebrew.

On the Hebrew and Aramaic we must dwell at greater
length, because in these languages the vowels have undergone
considerable modifications, and it is important for an under-
standing of many grammatical forms that we should be able to
trace them back to their original sounds, in doing which the
Arabic, ancient and modern, will be of signal service to us.

We start then in Hebrew from the same position as before :

3 short vowels, & ¥ #,;
3 long vowels, & i #;
2 diphthongs, ay aw.

Short 4 is liable in Hebrew to undergo changes analogous to
those which it experiences in Arabic, that is to say to be
modified into # (¥) and ¥ (=). Compare, for instance, 'R SW

with nn‘mc) and %'N'\SRW N3 with M3, B‘D with D’BD
n"ip with u J‘ H :"ND'# with M, n:ll’b with t\:.;,:, rr-mb with

/‘-/ Pl

Shes T with C$; RIN) with DRINY; NP and fem.
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Lt

APy with THY and fem. FNY; Y, &y with DI (Sa)s
b3, ":” with Déb? (;‘(.:n;); "13'1, for "137_’ from 1;3 (for

dabay); n"ﬁl from 1, These examples are taken, you will
obscrve, almost exclusively fromm shut syllables, or half-shut
syllables before the tone. In such cases the Syriac often ranges
itself on the side of the Arabic: 1;».'9,5'0, TAQ'Q;S'D, etc.; whilst

at other times it is the Arabic which exhibits the weakening of

the vowel, as Heb. PM¥, Arab. (jyswi Syr. 3asou, ubs,
Arab. ﬁ&.., g__...:!;}; Hcb. and Syr. "l'b')):!, ];.APL'L, Arab,

dsals. This change has spread extensively in the later dialects,
as'compared with the classical Syriac and Arabic. In Hebrew

two conspicuous cases are exemplified by segolate nouns of the
form 933 and by the perfect Picl of the verb. That words like

'R, |Piand r:i'?, were originally pronouﬁced }“1_{, ]53 and n’g’

vy
(4 @,

of ”
might be inferred from the Arabic forms Ph u.,. and By H
it is rendered certain by the pausal forms '™, |B3, nl?' and by

the suffixed forms ‘¥°W, b3, 'IJ‘?E, Besides, we can cite the
authority of the LXX.; who write ‘Aﬂa for ‘7;@, Tacloy TaBép
(1 Kings ix. 26) for "33 ﬁ‘?g, and the like. In many other
words of the same class the root-vowel has been farther modified

into 7; as ‘QR, T.';IB, ’1:IP, Arab. J;';; U??, Up?, 'quw‘,

Arab. U""“; In all such words the vowel of the 2nd syllable
is merely supplementary, and has nothing to do with the
original form, but merely lightens the pronunciation of the two
final consonants. Again, as to the verbal form Piel, that Sgp

stands for "'9I? is obvious from the following considerations,

s P
(1) The Arabic form is 35 Ratfala, with a fetha in each syllable.
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(z) The & of the 1st syllable appears in the Aramaic \ {5, and
in"Hebrew itself in the imperat. and imperfect SEP and

(3) The & of the 2nd syllable is seen in the 2nd pers., smg
nL‘EP and analogous forms, as well as in numerous examples of

the 3rd person, eg. i3, pmn, ', ‘7'33 where the vocalisation

depends partly upon the accentuation and partly upon other
considerations. Sometimes the & of the 2nd syllable is modified
into 2 as in 939, B3, D33; and this weakening, combined with
the influence of the # in the ist syllable, has led to the form
with ¢ '7'4}, N37. In the Hiphil, as we shall afterwards sec,

the process goes yet a step farther, & being changed into 7 by
the successive steps kaktal, hiktal, hikt#l, hiktdl, hiktil,

On short ¥ we may content ourselves with noting that in
Hebrew it is often modified in unaccented shut syllables into #
(+) as ’?Bﬂ 23; and that in western Syriac it usually appears

as (=), cg. m...amforﬂﬂbb 'I‘\DD ya-a.

As for short 4, it chieﬂy appears in Hebrew in a shut
syllable with dagesh forte, as 'Pl'l , and the verbal form Bbp

In an unaccented shut or half-shut syllable it generally becomes

wslw

5, as WP (for WP, ewsit, BIPD; but also {57, BIR.

In Syriac this vowel is usually written pleme with 3, as O'u;o.o

b;.ao;, but you must not therefore unagme it to be long in
these and similar words.

An original short # or & has sometimes been modified in
Hebrew into & which may appear in pausal forms as ¢ This
remark applies especially to the pronouns of the 2nd and 3rd
pers. pl. and to the word “JW. For instance, Dl?t_{ stands for ‘dntiim,

but-f odo
as is shewn by the Arabic %\ and the Syriac \oA.ﬂ'. Similarly,
the suffixes DY and DN were originally &dm and Aiim, as proved

by the Arabic ‘,..S' and f;' the latter of which becomes in certain
cases ;.c The word L stands for ™ dtk, as shewn by the
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suffixed forms ‘NR, MR, u:m and DDl'ﬁ&t DIWE and D.'Ih'm

The interchange in these cases bctween these two dull vowels 4
and & will be less surprising to you, if you call to mind such

forms as N and iJ?n from i?h i.e. Adsn, but Arabic U.so.
further, ﬁnDJ from n:§ and the frequent interchange of ¥ and 11 '

in such words as Ul.!.‘i.:'and u\..\..é.s: g.:.), 39, Syriac bp; }..L
s s = %} ® s =
and )&\5, Syriac i a{; ,_.,J\a n&, bz]; U‘!ﬂ, Syriac l.-;.n_;

in modern Syriac, ].6.»5 for l'n-nqgi, ].6;9 for ]5509, etc.

Let me next call your attention to a set of phenomena
which are common in Hebrew to all three short vowels: a
weakening and a heightening.

The utmost weakening or (as Bickell calls it) volatilizing of
these vowels takes place in Hebrew more especially in the 2nd
open syllable before the tone, but also (though less frequently)
in thc open syllable immediately preceding the tone. As
cxamples of the first case, I may give | ﬁi)‘l? for sdddkdh,

e

Arab. &355.; v‘l)"lb for md, &.u.u, ’.‘HD'I‘\ for #&, from qﬂ-

D"13'I for dd, from 927, D‘ﬂBD for si, from 'lBD D"ﬁpﬁ for
ot (M), from '1pb !'lm’ for yﬂxamm{m, as shewn by the
Arabic. As examples of the second case take: ¥ nps

stdkatk for sddikdt, from MTY; I 'BYY kdn'phe for kdndphe,
from RJ3; 937 for ddbdyr, from 237; the verbal forms .‘l'?t_a,?'and

bb'?', the. plural participle n‘vtoﬁp for katilim, wf\;; ans for
i, c__.:‘: 3 Y for s t\;d Sometimes this short vowel is

more d;stinctly indicated by one of the compound shévis;
thus: nﬁgp for ‘4, from Ty (for ‘abd) ; D"_)gg for %, from '7;12,

J._;c; B'2)Y for % from 2%, g___.:\r.; B m for 42 from ehh;

DAY for s, from BN, i MDD from 3RS, 0T
W. L. 6
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from HW D™BY from “bY; "N, with suffix 'I’?H in pause
’?H for Aisi. More rarely still a fuller vowel is employed as in
D’W“IP (also P) from MP D’W from W D"?ﬂ& (and
.:n't:) from ‘7‘1& I call your attentlon to thes_e last forms

in particular, as Delitzsch and Baer have recently sought to

revive the erroncous pronunciation kdddshim and shdrdshim.
The Aramaic, I may remark in passing, shares the tendency

of the Hebrew to weaken or volatilize its short vowels, though

it often proceeds by different rules. For instance, caéb.é,
[K¥-1 ﬁ..!ﬁo, are weakened in exactly the same way as in

Hebrew; but koal, ]'Asn.'.: and «3a\JO follow different

rules from ‘lw.'i and Jalmp

The helghtemng or elevation of the three short vowels & # #
takes place in Hebrew, generally speaking, either in the tone-
syllable of a word, or in the open syllable immediately preceding
the tone. Short & is heightened into 4; short 7 into ¢; and
short # or ¥ into 4. Bickell, following Olshausen, speaks of this
heightening (§ 42, note 1) as being “merely a mechanical
strengthening of the vowel through an ¢, which is placed before
it, and which finds its complete analogy in the Indo-Germanic
guna and the pronunciation of vowels in new high German
and modern English'” I am not quite surc that I understand
this cxplanation; but it is at all events clcar that Olshauscn®
and Bickell regard the heightened vowels 4 ¢ 4 as arising by
contraction from &+ d, 4+ ¢, and 4 + #; and they belicve
this heightening to have been produced by the solemn reading
or chanting of the Scriptures, and not to have existed in the
language of ordinary life. As to the latter proposition, I mysclf
believe that the slow and solemn recitation of the Scriptures in
the synagogue has exercised a considerable effect upon the
punctuation as exhibited to us in the Masorctic text of our
Bible; but, on the other hand, I feel surc that even in the
speech of everyday life such differences at least as exist between
the pausal and the common forms of words must have been

! With this compare his explanatory ohservation at p. 140 [of the Eng. Tr.).
8 [Lehrd. p. 110, § 57 2.]
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more or less perceptible. The Egyptian fellah says mén Adda
(“who is this? "), but if you knock at his door, he calls out min
(“who's there?”). You ask a shopkecper bi-kem er-ratl, “ how
much a pound?”; but if you use the first word only, you say
bi-kdm “how much?” If we consider, further, that the vowels
fand & & and #, frequently interchange in Hebrew, without our
being able to assign any satisfactory reason; and that even in
Arabic the sound of kesr is not, according to the best authorities,
so sharp and distinct as that of our ¥ in gén, but rather inclines
towards #; we shall I think find littlc difficulty in belicving that
the heightened vowels 4 (), ¢ (=), 4 (=), may, as Noeldeke
holds, have arisen in Hebrew from the short & ¥ #, without the
addition of any other element. '

Of the three vowels, 7 and # are almost always heightened
in the tone-syllable; as Pt for sdkin, MO for kahin, "aT for

yitddbbiy, 'WDD for sifr; 99 for kiill, D")’ for ydkiim, ﬁ'l‘) for
kiidsh. But & often remains in the tone-syllable; as in 'l:l‘-l

DWD ‘7|'lJ na; L)bp In fact, 4 chiefly appears in the closed
tone-syllablc of thc absolute statc of nouns, as in '137 bm

and in the open syllable before the tone, as in "bl’ v'.'b ]bl")
"3, s also often heightened into ¢ in the open syllable

before the tone, as J:'l'_') for b4, 2 for q...;n The second
syllable before the tone is less frequently hei’ghtened; as in

o, and i, FoERY, oD (for EaY, B, e

It may havye struck you as curious that, in many of the
Hebrew words which I have lately cited, the short vowel 4 and
the heightened vowel 4 should be represented to the eye by the
same sign =. This admits, however, of an easy explanation.
Just as the pure & of the Sanskrit is pronounced & in Bengili, so
the heightened 4 of the Hebrew gradually passed in the mouths
of many of the Jews (not of all) into 4, and then into 0. Conse-
quently the punctuators were fairly justified, from a certain
point of view, in representing it and & by the same sign, even
though therc was a difference in the quantity of the two vowels.
The same thing happened in the casc of +, which represents

6—2
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vowels of such different quantities as ¥ in 3 and in n‘?)’
In the former instance, however, some confusion of sounds may
actually arise. For instance, the plural of 1'} is written B’!;'\'ﬁ',
which must be read ddtim, and not bottim, as is proved by
Jewish tradition, by the accentuation, and by the evidence of

the cognate Syriac form c-l-'-? batin. If bottim had becn right,

the Syriac form would certainly have been t..lo.o Another
example is afforded by "7""! (Isaiah xxiv. 16), which, as I
believe, is rightly read by Bdttcher rdgi-li (from a noun ’D)’ and

not rdsi-li.

In treating of this heightening of the vowels, I have taken
no account of the Aramaic dialects, because in them it is
neither so widely spread nor so readily perccived, owing to the
defects of the vowel-system. I thmk howcver, that the vowel of

the tone-syllable in such verbal forms as tﬁu. =) ',\‘lu,\\a'.;.
must have differed in sound from that of the first syllable
almost, if not quite, as much as in the Hebrew M, Asford in

place of #, it occurs, according to the eastcrn dialect of Syriac,
in many verbal and nominal forms; for example, the imperfect

and imperative \Napa3 népsdl (niktil), \apo £#4; and in the
personal pronouns \OAJ]' @.ﬂ with the suffixes @a, \001, and

the verbal form OND In these latter cases, as we have secn
above, the Hebrew has modified the original # into £ DR, D3,

B3, Dl'\'?ﬂp The western Syrians weakened this 4 again into

u, saying \o.b.:u, \OAJ], but no doubt the quantity of this vowel
much exceeded in length that of the original short # in niksil.
I now proceed to speak briefly of the long vowels, 4, 7, #.

Long 4 has, we may say, almost disappeared from the
Hebrew. Just as the long 4 of the Sanskrit was modified in
Greek into 9 and w, so the long & of the Arabic passed in
Hebrew into 4. As daddmi became 8B8wpu:, or dmas, oubs’, so

! [The priority of 4 in these cases is not now admitted.)
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did katala become Sl (Poel) ; £acti=, Hoip (participle) ; ,Lao,
ﬁ‘lbn; etc. Exceptions to this rule are exceedingly rare. :D';,

-e
.

&S, can scarcely be reckoned a pure Hebrew word; and H‘;LB,

w\;;, is foreign to both languages [Assyrian Purdt (Burai),
Accadian Pura-nunu, “the great river”]. nj}zb corresponds to

L a4

the Arabic jli., but the 'Syriac form has patkach, ][..\'So,

and not ]Z.SSD, The most conspicuous of apparent exceptions
is that which is prcsented to us by the perfect of verbs Y'Y,

as B, W, corresponding to the Arabic ‘:6, ;\: Next arc
adjectives of the form bbp, like ¥, Nab, by, Uny, 3w,

L P L

if they really correspona to such Arabic words as oL, e

ef
)\S\, etc. This identification, however, is, as we shall afterwards
see, somewhat doubtful ; the Arabic forms just cited find their

e L
precise equivalents in such words as =133 = L, 3¢ = .

3 o
(in scnse L), ﬁa.') = s, 91D, and, with a rare retention of the
original gathack in the first syllable, R‘IB'? = xgig, The Aramaic

vowel corresponding to the Arabic & and Hebrew 4 is the
s¢kdfd, o+, pronounced by the eastern Syrians even at the
present day 4, by the western 4 or 4, whence the latter
represent it in writing by the Greek omikron, .. Compare

with the above cited words the Syriac forms \§0, Jitawm; 12 ;,
Nas, Los?, ksl ],.'_'u.\\ (with dissimilation) ; a0, Sa.
This vowel is sometimes weakenéd, both in Hebrew and
Syriac, into 7; e.g. Dﬁp.:l, Dﬁmpj, D‘&_t?‘,?, from a sing. N,
-~ (-1
Arab. ‘LS.E; MBR, Arab. (lis; PinD, fem. MPAY, pl. DPYD;

Db, 'DUY; fivd, DD, bdamy or Liaim3, for Hamy,

v

Lasatol for Lastol, é&o for é'o As a parallel I may mention
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that.in some parts of Persia long 4 is pronounced #, e.g. .U
sniian, for ndan or ndn, “bread” ; \;: biyss, for biya or biyd, “ come.”

But indeed I need go no farther than our own language, where
such words as donme, stone represent an Old English ddn, stdn,
whilst moon stands for mdna, which was in its turn preceded by
a form mdna. In the Hebrew words just citcd you will observe
that this weakening depends upon the removal of the tone to
the following syllable; but in the Syriac words it seems to be
due to the influence of the letter . The Pheenicians appear to
have gone beyond the Hebrews in this respect, pronouncing
for instance skaf# instead of BB (sufes, -ttis), rifé for NENY,

shdlask (salus) for M‘??, riask (rus) for PPN, and in the plur.
fem. alonith for rﬁlﬁsgg_ In a shut syllable such an # might
even be shortened into #, ¥; thus Dj:\erJ and ‘RN from

on), Lasa, U,L;;; W from W, N2, 355, 1 may
add that in a few cases, in Aramaic, long 4 has passed into ¢ and
7, just as the Sanskrit @ of dadkdmi became ¢ in Greek T(fnu.,

(% ¥4

or the Arabic 4 successively # and . Thus the Arabic .\, 7&'s
first became U"‘j rds, which the Hebrews modified into /N3,
rosk, whilst the Arameans preferred R;U"'_Q, ].;...si

The long vowel # I may here dismiss with the remark that
in the few cases where it has been shortened into #, & this vowel

is reheightened by the accent into ¢ Thus, r:: = ;_m: , but ];I:

and [31=

So also long # may in certain instances be shortened into

#, 4, and then this vowel be reheightened into 4; as J!W;’ = 4_‘.:;3_:_ .

“ o

but 2§ and 2PM = ;.
Whether long # can in Hebrew be differentiated into J seems
a doubtful matter. '1‘!‘-7} seems to be identical in form with the
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Syriac ];ak'a, and ]bbp, with its construct plur. ’m, may
perhaps be only a variation upon YD, according to the form
m::‘az;, but both words admit of other explanations. In Aramaic,

however, a distinction of this sort existed, and actually forms
onc of the main distinctions in pronunciation between the eastern
and western dialects of Syriac. The modern Syrians still retain
# in many forms where # prevailed in the west. The vowel is
represented by the letter ©; a point above this letter indicates
the sound 4, bencath it the sound #. The Western Syrians, who
use the Greek vowels, write o, i.e. the Greek diphthong ov.
Some of the principal forms in which the Eastern Syrians
pronounced & are the following: the pronominal forms kéA.ﬂ',

QIo1, Quar, &), @2, ga, $ANBo; the verbal forms Najai,

Wz. \&Ao; the nominal forms ]]"0-5_6 (Tté;é, -'.:.: . )
and the diminutive terminations ]50 and h’po (]:‘64“], ‘:. ’

lod.a ).

We next enter upon the examination of the so-called diph-
thongs ay (az) and aw (au).

I have already told you that their sound has been weakened
in Arabic to that of # and 4. Compare in other languages
Oatpa and Oodpa, wadlov, vulgar waidi, plaustrum and plostrum,
causa and chose; German Auge and Dutch oog, German . Stein
and Dutch steen; etc. In North Africa, however, a further

weakening has taken place into # and £ Thus ‘.,; yawm has
Lo

gradually become first yém and then yam; oy bayt, first b2t
and then &iz.
Now mark the same progression in the other Semitic lan-

guages.
In Assyrian I find that our authorities write fimu, bitu,

fnn (), bisu (egg) without apparently the slightest trace of
the older forms, which must necessarily have preceded them.

In Hebrew ay and aw are of somewhat rare occurrence in a
perfectly pure form ; for example, '3, ‘¥, oeb, 1, 8, ""“??»
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n‘;ny, n (U\J;.). in the suffixed form ¥137; and when the
letters ) and * are doubled, as "3, B2 (“cake”), or with suffixes
W3, DY, "0, More generally ay and aw are modified in

various ways. ‘
At the end of a word *= usually becomes + or =. We ﬁnd
D, W, "1&’ and the like; but far more frequently +,

‘IJJ", n"lb (m the construct state n'lb) ‘mﬂb ‘l‘?.‘l‘ imper.

4'155 The intermediate step is marked by the ptonunciation of
the LXX Emi Zapa, corresponding to the Arabic termination

< in’ ‘.’.bs \.S"J’ Mind, rama, which some pronounce with the

1mﬁlah Miné, vramé. In other cases, the & clement in the
diphthong prevailed in Hebrew, and the termination became 4,
+,as in e ) On these points I shall have more to say when I

come to treat of the verbs ‘l”‘?

In the body of a word ay and aw exhibit several modifica-
tions. Sometimes a supplementary vowel is introduced, to
lighten the pronunciation; as '3 for n‘: mb for n\D This

latter form, in which the 4 is heightened to 4 is rare: mb p&
Tm but W like R‘i The same supplementary vowel is
found in the termination of the dual, D'~ standing for D"'

Arabic cﬁ" At other times the & sound in the diphthong
predomix;ates, yielding 4 instead of ay. So IN, TN, IND, for

~f
%, Arabic l; [T for '3, DY for DYY; DRI batim for
DAY’ from N'3; the suffixed form 139, also written 1723, for
¥1"139, Youwill find a similar substitution of 4 for ai in the

older stages of our own language. The Gothic asi in Aails,
hlaibs, and aigan, became in Anglosaxon 4d/, kldf, and dgan, in
English whole, loaf and own.

1 If so, MY follows the form of WA, D¥IA; i, Dnv; S, obw; 5%,
nY%%; not that of WS, Y; W, DYNY; Y, DR ; Y, n'ﬁ'q, rp, Mo,

Noeldeke however pronounces the word: d¢¢fm.
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Generally speaking, however, ay and aw are modified as in
vulgar Arabic into & and J, the # being represented by *=, and
sometimes by '+, the 4 by ). So in % for 'R (with suffix, #X),

v of
W for W (o, ,1); in segolate nouns Bi¥, W, and in the
construct state V'3, MiD; in the Niphal and Hiphil of verbs

vD, as TN for -v‘m i for 9%, I for 3WM; and in
several forms of verbs .‘t"‘) h’Sﬁ for n"73 n"7.17'| for n,l”.‘
."lJ"?Jn for a‘l)"').lh This ¢é is frequently attenuated into I and
more rarely o into # Thus n"n for n~‘73 h"?ﬁ as in the
vulgar Arabic of North Africa o .re, r‘mtt for #'mét (ramaita).
Perhaps also the proper name ﬁJ‘pgs, instead of ﬁ)bgt (2 Sam.

xiii. 20), if we regard it as a contemptuous diminutive, *that
wretch of an Amnon.” ﬁJ’DR would then stand for ﬁ)’b&t

i.e. ‘umaindn, just as, in vulgar Arabic, ¥fifak for kufaifah, as
the diminutive of m kuffak, “a basket” As examples of 5

becoming #, I may mention S for 5‘7 Arabic ) 5.51’ for L):'P
‘731’ imperf. of l)b’ and '), part. plur. Niphal of 11, for %3i);
'3).!. Herc again we find a parallel in the vulgar Arabxc forms

o - ] 24 G
of the imperfect of verbs Y'B, Jey, gy, dey, for Juy, Cily.
“x‘. )

In Aramaic the position of matters is on the whole, musatis
mutandss, much the same as in Hebrew. - In Syriac the original
diphthongs appear, however, more frequently than in Hebrew;

for example in the emphatic form of the segolates u..i, ]'A....'Q,
koal ; in the construct plural ...:’zkﬁ'o, where the Bibl. Aramaic,
like the Hebrew, has ¥=; in the plural suffixed forms A%,

aiSD, @5.550, LGISSD (Ch. m3L); in the Aphel of
verbs ¥'D, as 301, S29], i) (Ch. 9, 2NW); and in such
words as the diminutives ]Ll,e.‘; and m {Ch. R@"?W),



go ARAMAIC DIPHTHONGS. [cuAP.

At the end of a word we find forms similar to those of the
Hebrew; e.g. with & [iax Jlauto, ool 17:%, ﬂ:\é; with &, n:\\
In the body of a word, Syriac ay sometimes becomes ¢, as in

the construct A.o, and in the duals .32, vlho eiSSn
in Biblical Aramaic rrnn but l"'“*b

The &-sound predominates, for example, in Targumic p;\ag
(200) and |30 [}300A] (80, for '3, sR0L, as well as 30N,
e...;.s'ol); in the plural Q..'AB; in the adverb ,.uf. pronounced
akk (Ch. PR, P70 in the ‘plurai suffixed forms of the Jewish
Aramaic 3729 or Y1, “ thy servants,” [Targumic] NI
or [Biblical] A*73Y [4ers FY] “her servants,” NI 4ori
&{')'13!_7 “our servants,’ as contrasted with *pg, ’ﬁ:’j;g and
P, '

Further, # sinks into 7, according to the western pronunciation,
in the simple forms of the segolates a3, \\...n; also in the

forms u.L.sk (construct), ....mcu&k, oou.x.s.\, ada1ss;

in many forms of the 1st and 2nd pers. in the perf of verbs N”‘?
. A.%05),

as perf. Peal A..S’\\ (but Nestorian 4.03), Pael A 4 and

'A.-.S.& oL v etc. Similarly, 4 sinks into 4, in A\ «if”

(=a\+ Qs, and, at least according to the western pronunciation,

in the simple state of the segolates Soa., @a (“end ”).
-In the later Aramaic dialects there is a strong tendency to

get rid of the diphthongs. Already in old Syriac we find ,...']
&kh, with short 4, for yul; LN sityd, for llyd, lailya (..&.i) ;
and another example of the same kind is ...ASE] (for *nd w);
but the modern Syrian says &% for AaN; #4 or #a (12)) for
50 ik () for TR and NN, Kol and 1) 12085
bdthwda(¢h)e, “ houses,” @Ao “our houses”; and even (y:'klmi
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]a'.mn So also, though to a less extent, in Mandaitic,
where we find [ as well as D (WD), and P for Auio

as well as Ao,

I will now say a few words on the diffcrent classes of
supplementary vowels, especially in Hebrew. These, as is indi-
cated by the term which I have just employed, do not belong
to the original vocalisation of the word, but have been introduced
at subscquent periods, to make the pronunciation of it easier by
facilitating the uttcrance of a harsh consonant or of a combina-
tion of consonants.

(1) The so-called furtsve pathack, which is inserted between
a long or heightened vowel and the final gutturals 1 1 P; as

““”3 for ok, Aram. x.j‘m, 1, Arab. i W for s,
. v » H

Aram. NPT3, h‘;:, Arab, t;é; meR for tappﬂlz, Arab. |

MY for rap, t’ " l.»oi nb for mip, N, , Fﬁﬁb for
méshalleh, i.e. mushalltfe; Y7 for #2, ri.  This sound is heard in

the spoken Arabic of the present day, in such words as C.s\;
‘C‘L" U""’ sutbh, _C.Lu t,:uu mamfickh, t’J’ 2 but it is not,

and never has been, written in this language or in Syriac, where
we find only w00 ].fns:ﬁsak and the like.

(2) The auxiliary pathack which is sometimes inserted
between }) or 1 and 1 or N at the end of a word. . It is so -
slight in sound as not even to effect the aspiration of the *J or 1.

For example: ng‘?b,:;, PN, YY), as well as m;;d, nnp‘g,
) for I, as compared with AEY, B!, T, T,

(3) The auxiliary vowel =, +, =, in various nominal and
verbal forms, which is very little stronger than no. 2. For

example, in segolate nouns: "), ANR, ‘]&:, YN, N5, 98D,
nyl, W‘!P, ‘7;_7'9’ P, F'3, and in the dual termination DY,
The auxiliary is actually wanting in such words as ), WP
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(also MP) mn R’i W And again, in thc shortencd

imperfect or jussive of verbs 'I"’? 3'\’1 FP’1 l?J' ‘nm M,
N, ¥, 9; contrasted with nm ™m, M’\ Dﬁ?‘ =,
Pﬂ'\ Jﬁ'} and Nﬂ"l where perbaps the final sh&va may have

once been slightly moveable, wayyifte, w!-y!rd! etc. A some-
what similar insertion of a short 4 takes place in Mandaitic in

the word RN for ,...]' and in the plural suffix of the 1st pers.
R forv. ,as [R'RDRD our kands, [R'RTY our hands. Perhaps
also in the pronoun of the 2nd pers. masc. RN, WX, The
vulgar Arablc has this auxnlxary vowel for example, in the

segolates, C“"’ sublh, v rumk, th... sat*k, :C:.;. ndisokk,
Cu naf'k/:.

.(4) A guttural letter at the end of a toncless syllable often
takes a very short vowel, when an ordinary consonant would
remain vowelless. This vowel, which is represented in writing
by a compound shévd, conforms in character to the preceding
vowel. Thus: 'Tbl?' and Pm' for -|by~ and pITT, of the form

L)bp‘ =i ' B D’T!’ and mn~ for D"ﬂ'l o™y and D‘h’

of the forms $~npn Sp: and ‘>np~ ‘mu i‘m for ) and
MB ‘Examples to the contrary are: 'D&‘ DWR’ qanx and
7873, b, Namy, 1y, obym, oy, 'myu

(s) The compound shéva spoken of under no. 4 frequently

becomes a fwll short vowel, when the guttural is followed by a
consonant with the shortest vowel (sA¥vd mobile). Thus

with by compare ﬁbg:, for Yy
o P . P oL P

2114

» HDRI . ABONY . 3DDN)

T viv

ot T Tm
R R

ir viv

but on the contrary observe such forms as %P'?h’\ ’m:m
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Of this supplementary vowel a far wider use is made in
Aramaic. Thus in the Targums we find sm"m for Rhﬁb

e «bV

&n”ﬁ’ﬂb for Rn% whilst in Syriac we may say L33

Wizato, Wadl, 1S3, 19565 and 1sords, for Lq,,so,
Wia, Mtoal, 14}.»,, 1530 and lifwos; @isw,
\-'é-"’?i; ...5.4§T and 310, for \0.3913, (.-.}nﬂ: ..-.:':.Lsi
and %fi&:. In Mandaitic this insertion is very general, the
vowel # being also occasionally employed, as an.'ﬂﬂ and
RN (1Mo, ), RSN and snave (TAS); in the

conjugation Ethpe‘el, the normal form is 3'DI'NY = amll

(6) Here, too, may find its place the prosthetic vowel, whlch
is prefixed to a word to facilitate the pronunciation of an initial
consonant which has weakened or lost its original vowel. Com-
pare in Greek x0és and éxyfes, domalpw and owalpw; Spanish
escudo, escucla; French espérve, esprit; lItalian con isciensa, in
Ispagna. In ancient Arabic this vowel is usually # or #, as in

bl

the imperative Jf\, u..l,.\, J%5'; in the verbal conjugations

J..\.Lo\, J.:'\.u::\, and J.».i..\....\, in u;\ (for H"“)' son, U\..:u'\ fwo,

S S o
‘...\ or f"" name, etc. In the vulgar dialects examples arc far

7% s 0 Pyl

morc numecrous; c.g. J..\.M and J.;Li.s\ for J.s.i.v and a3,

o 0 P

@, for eglio, etc. In Hebrew we find &, 7, as in nhm
for !ﬁ'ﬂ mxmt for A77YY, and perhaps a few more, such as
'755}'\ and sﬁw, Jane, "lm “mcasure.” In D"nv‘ the pros-
thetic N, though pronounced by many of the Jews, has not been

written. In Aramaic occur both | and ). Already in Biblical

Aramaic we have n;.:nge “knee,” in the Palestinian dialect

Asan3). In Syriac we find é.n]' for ‘-!'-N. ]A--Sfl-;-“]' for
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TA...SP.-'..N, h‘oﬂ' and Eﬂ’. for Nﬂ, 1s3, ].é.éul for léé.- “street,”
M'..l and v‘é"! for TAs and v‘.é"' ue...! for ...Q.- or ]A.-, etc.
In ]'A.sbsé] the prosthetic vowel has been influcnced by the

/G.o

original vowel of the 3, as shewn in the Arabic is3,. In the
later dialects of Aramaic, examples of the prosthetnc vowels
become more and more numerous.

(7) Different from this vowel is the likewise very short
vowel which is occasionally prefixed in Hebrew and Aramaic to
words beginning with a consonant and a full vowel. This
addition may sometimes find its explanation in the harshness of
the initial consonant, as when it is D, B, or even 2; but in other

~cases even this reason is wanting. Examples in Hebrew are:

DN “melons” (;CJS::, o bo), n'yap:x “blains” or “small

blisters” (]A...soa.so “bubbles” of water), D’B)N “wings” of an
army, D‘Pm “fetters,” D‘L)b‘lm probably the same as xdprahos,
xdprarhos, which is also found in Arabic and Syriac; pzﬁ-_ns
a Persian coin, called by the Grecks Bapeicés'; N “a nut,”

Arab, 3! ,.., Syr. 1‘0-\\ probably from the Persian ),{ £0g; in Syriac
'hi] for h) (Pers. \)), where the | was doubtless once sounded,
drdsd; in later dlalects DY for D “blood,” NDON “leaf,” for
NEW; Mand. N'DBWY for N'DW “heaven,” NPRDNTW for
NPWDNY “heights,” RIDRPN “wool,” NIDNPN “dust,” for the
older Jitat and Yias.

This concludes what I have to say for the present upon the
consonants and vowels of the languages with which we are
dealing—Arabic, Hebrew and Syriac. I now proceed to treat
of the different parts of speech, beginning with the pronouns.

1 [In a Phocniclan inscription of g6 B.C., recently found at the Piracus, DI371 and
DIDITT seem to stand for Spaxjal.]



CHAPTER VL
THE PRONOUNS.

HERE let me call your attention, in the first place, to certain
clements which enter into the formation of a great many of the
pronouns, as well as of the demonstrative and other particles, of
the Semitic languages. I can give these elements no better
general or common name than that of demonstrative letters or
syllables. Their origin and precise original force are in most
cascs unknown to me; or, at all events, I can only make such
guesses at them as it is hardly worth while to lay before you
just now, when you have need rather of facts than of specu-
lations. The principal of these demonstrative letters, so far as

rcgards the pronouns, are: & and 7, Y and N, ¥, 3, t;’ b
Y and . We shall notice each of them more particularly as
occasion requires in our survey of the pronouns.

A. The Personal Pronouns.

In trcating of the personal pronouns I shall begin, for
rcasons which will afterwards become apparent, with the suffixed
forms which we find appendcd to substantives in the singular.

Of the 1st pers. sing. the fullest form in actual use is the

Arabic ,:;; iya, which is usually shortened, according to circum-

stances, into ;,- ya or (o— i, as ‘;...L}, ‘;.J.‘n “;m. It is
obviously identical with the Ethiopic P: ya, in 1€hP: nafséya;
and with the Assyrian ya, in bit-ya “my house.” This latter,
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I am told, becomes 7 and in certain cases a, as dinti “my
daughter,” abiia (for abiiya), as well as abi and even aba, “my

L I -
father”; with which last compare such Arabic forms as = U"’L-’-
®r -

ya'bna ‘am}na, L, L yd rabba. The Hebrew form is, as you all
know, ¥, of which the yiid, though written, is no longer pro-

nounced in Syriac: ’;’?p, 5\, The intermediate step, no
doubt, was the shortening of 7 into # which we find sometimes

in old Arabic, especially in vocative forms like 4.;) b, which in

i

pause would be pronounced g;a) \, yd rabb. The corresponding
plural is in Arab.  #4, somctimes shortened into #4; in Eth. §:
nd, in Assyrian nf or n#i, Heb. 1), Aram. N), Syr. #, as 3)3‘?@,

R;é‘?g, ;ak&") These plural forms serve also to designate the
accusative after a verb, and we have here cvidently the same #
that appears in the suffix of the accusative sing., viz. Arab. ;.:
niya or ni, Eth. §: ni, Assyr. ni, Heb. *), Aram. %3, Syr. «3
n (the yid being suppressed).

. In the 2nd person we find a necessary distinction of gender
introduced by the differentiation of the final vowel ; the masc.

form was originally; as in Arabic, o;{ kd&, the fem. qs_{ V74

Identical with these are the Ethiopic N: %3, N,: 4}, an:i the
Assyrian £a, #. -The corresponding Hcbrew forms are k| and
'), the latter generally abbreviated into 3 The Aramaic

forms are L LS for the masc. and '] a0 for the fem., but the yid
has become silent, ,.-3552), _..nehs'o, so that these forms are
identical with those of the vulgar Arabic, masc, &8¢z a4, or &,
fem. ek or ki. The plurals were originally, as in Arabic, masc.
'S hum, shortened into kum, fem. kunna; Ethiopic N: kéma

and NY%s &%r; Assyrian kumsi or kun,of which the fem.,, according
to analogy, should be &na or kin. The Hebrew forms are
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B for kitm, fem. |3, but for the latter the fuller 7)) or N3

sometimes occurs. The Aramaic forms are '53 éf;, fem. ‘_..5,
but DY is also found in Biblical Aramaic (Ezra).

In the 3rd person we have again a variation of vowels

according to gender. The Arabic forms are, masc. ; hu (with
long vowel, though written defectively), which becomes y /s when

preceded by an 4, as abit-hu, abi-s; fem. . The corresponding
forms in Ethiopic are U: 4%, Y: k4. In Hebrew the masc. is
7, but also [1-, §, which is nearly identical with the vulgar

Arabic 3=, pronounced # or o, as in 4;\1{, also written ,;US.
The Hebrew fem. is :"1 and 7-17,- In Aramaic the masc. is

n_o_, fem A_ or™. The corresponding plurals in Arabic

are, masc. " hum#i, generally abbreviated /Aum, which may be
changed by the influence of a preceding ¢ into Aim# or Aémi and

L
him ; the fem. is » hunna or kinna. The Ethiopic has (oo,

ldmi and U%s én. The Hebrew forms are, masc. 2y and D_'_,
or, with final vowel, ﬁb_'_; fem. 7} (rarely |7) and |_, or, with

final vowel, m_, n;l?’ m_. In Aramaic we find nn , @5! and

v.(J'1, but in thc Aramaic of Ezra also pi1 DiM. In contrast
with these stand the Assyrian suffixes with initial §; sing. masc.
$u, fem. Sa, plur. masc. Sunu or Sun, fem. Sina or ¥in. A similar
form is found in one of the Himyaritic dialects, where the sing.
masc. is written YD or D, pl. BD, whereas in the other we find \1
and ¥; and traccs of it exist in the modern Mchri, in which
according to Maltzan, the sing. masc. is 4e, fem. es, plur. masc.
hum, fem. senn.

From a comparison of these various forms we may fairly
assume the oldest shape of the suffixed pronouns actually
known toustobe:

W. L. ' 7



98 THE PERSONAL [cHAP.

ist sing. iya plur. na dual (only in Arabic)
2nd , m ke o T Runii

w £ A nw L Runna } kuma
3rd , m.si, AR » . Siins, humii }

w L S8 ki » L sina, hunna huma

I have put s# and 44 togcther in order to lay before you
two alternatives; viz. (1) 4# may be identical with s, initial s
having passed into 4, just as in Sanskrit compared with Persian,
~or Greck compared with Latin; or (2) s4 and 44 may spring
from different demonstrative letters s and %, a point to which
we shall have to recur hereafter.

From these suffixed pronouns ¢ya, £a and A&, we obtain, by
prefixing the demonstrative syllable an (N), the three pronouns
ansya, anka and ankii. The syllable an,—itself a compound of
N and ),—we may regard as a sort of demonstratwe particlc

or interjection, akin probably to the Arabic u‘ \, Hebrew

m, 1137, Syriac v‘]' and Ethiopic A%: in 7\"ma°‘ owkimi,
“en vobis = accipite.”

The third of these pronouns, anksi, appears but rarely as an
independent word. I would instance the Talmudic ¥T'R, fem.

%N, possibly assimilated from YW, WIPN, with the first

vowel weakened from a to & At any rate, the plural forms,
which are without assimilation, are 'l‘lJ’N "IJ’& for ]‘I:‘IJ’R

28, In Syriac too we find \a.l] <), assimilated for

oou] v.cu] Otherwise these forms are used as suffixes; for
example, in Hebrew, anj_, as S,'IJ:W:’ assimilated 35

m_ ; and also in the later Aramalc dnalects as Mand. pn)’ or
;\J’ fem |, 13 Talm. ‘ln)' .

The same is the case with the second of the above pronouns,
anka, which appears in Hebrew only as a suffix, eg. "'JP'I‘\R
(from Pn), Jerem. xxii.. 24), usually with assimilation 3_'_;
in Mand. }12)", fem. ]*'2)".

The first of these three forms, aniya, is found, however, with
slight modifications in most of the Semitic languages. What its
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origin may be, I can hardly pretend to explain, unless we
connect it with a demonstrative root #, “this,” also found in the -
Indo-European languages, in which casc an-iya would litcrally
mean belold this one or this one lhere, as a designation of the
speaker. This would still, however, lcave the final element
ya or a unaccounted for.

In Hebrew the form aniya appears almost intact in *J¥,

in pause, with fuller vowecl, ’;t:’t_ In the other languages the

-£
older form is more or less obscured : Arabic, Ul d2#, with short
a in both syllables, dialectically dnd, in pause dnd and dndk;
Ethiopic likewise Af: dnd; J. Aram. X3 (IR Bibl) or NI,
Syriac l’ﬂ #nd or 6. Similarly in the younger dialects: Tigré
AT and, Ttgnﬂa Ay ané or ?\i and, Amharic 7\'; #eé; Mand.
RJR modern Syriac ].ﬂ As the proper plural of 'm we may
regard HJ& (Jerem. xlii. 6, &¥/itbk), to which, among the later
dialects, the Amharic offers a parallel in the form &4. I may
add that .in Arabic, Ethiopic and Syriac this pronoun is liable
of
to considerable mutilation.” In Arabic we find | an, and

likewise in Ethiopic, when followed by the particle 2 sa, Ak
an-sa. In Syriac the first syllable is liable to be clided under

" " . oy 4 B '’E NN
certain circumstances, whence arisc such forms as b} A, laso,

].'L...;S, and finally, dropping the last vowel, v":\b Hence in
modcrn Syriac the verbal form of the present, 1st pers. sing.

<O [ end, \L,.» I repaiy.

There is, however, another form of the pronoun of the i1st
pers. sing.,, which we must endeavour to explain, namely that
which is found in Assyrian, Hcbrew and Phoenician. Here the
first demonstrative basis, an, has bcen strengthened by the
addition of a sccond, ak or dk, which I take to be compounded

of § and ", and to be akin to such words as xvz, ]5, “here,”
119 “thus, here, now,” *d “that,” NI “here” 1IW “how,” etc.

As the oldest form I venture to write andkiya or andki, whence
7—2
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in Assyrian andks (Haupt, anaka), in which the 2nd syllable
must surely be long, as the corresponding Hebrew form is
’;')l{;t. in pause ’:Sts The Hebrew has preserved the vowel of

the last syllable in a purer state than the Assyrian. On the
Moabite stone it appears as 1)&, probably pronounced dnokl ;
whilst in Phoenician inscriptions we also find 38, which in the
ears of Plautus sounded like andch. I may remind you in
passing that the Egyptian pronoun was also anek, enek, and the
Coptic anon. The form d4u, without the prefix asn, is employed
in Assyrian as an enclitic with the force of the substantive
verb, e.g. sarrdku “1 am king,” rabbakn “1 am great,” sikardln
“I am manly”; thus corresponding to the use of M for TJI
in Syriac.

The corresponding plural form is still more remarkable:
Assyr. anfns, nins, nnu for anihns, analins, Heb. !Jn)& Phoen.

]nJN Here then J of the singular has mterchanged with 1§

SCow

(as in N, ],-nQ.s compared with o{4, ]2 fo compared with
D't9IN), and the vowel has been shortened in the shut

syllable. The last syllable of the word, ), is probably short-
ened from 18, the plural form of '}, which we mentioncd

above. This plural SJHJR abbreviated in Hebrew itself into
!JHJ is found, in some shape or other, in ncarly all the Semitic

@w L - A d

dialects. Arabic: ,=u, vulgar s nené, nekn, L\»-\ aknd in

Egypt #kna. Ethiopic: Yhi: n¥na, Tigré najma, Tigrina
n¥na. Syriac, with an additional demonstrative » at the end,

(..{.».'s]', commonly t.l'.», which is shortened in pronunciation
into nan, as in t“""‘ ei}ar Also t';"“"’ with prosthetic vowcl,
whence in modern Syriac t"'“] and h.u.u:!, but also dékndkhun
\o.ﬂo.l.nl (with a curious assimilation to the pronoun of the
2nd pers. Ghhtbkhun \Q-QOAN]) In Samaritan we also find the
form |3, whilst in the Palestinian dialect of Syriac, oul,
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and in the modern Syriac of Ma'lila, ) | anaf, the final # has
vanished. Jewish Aramaic forms are 83X and NJ); but in

several dialects the guttural has been elided, whence in the
Talmud IR, in Samaritan IR, in Mandaitic IR (anén for

andn), and in Palestinian Syriac \_ﬂ and more commonly t"’]
Likewise in Assyrian, as above mentioned, anfus, nfns or ninu.
On revicwing what I have said about the pronoun of the
Ist pers. sing.,, you may think that much of it is very pre-
carious and doubtful ; in particular that the derivations which I
have ventured to suggest of the forms ’JR and ':JN are very

far-fetched ; that 'JR can hardly be compounded wnth a demon-
strative particle or mtcrjcctnon. Y+(+N), and ’DJ§ with two

words of that class *+(3+8)+(3+&). In reply I can only
point to the history of the pronominal forms in other languagcs,
for instancc the Romancc. Whence comes the French ce? In
some cases it appears in the modern language as cet, for which
the older form is cest. But cest is identical with the Italian
guesto, which springs from eccu isto, i.e. eccum istum, i.e. ecce eum
istusn]  Even the English 7 is but the last remnant of i/ or #&,
go, éyo, éywv, Sanskrit akam, all pointing to an original aglham
or agam, which has been supposed to be made up of three
elements, a 4 glha (or ga) + m, the first of which is either the
demonstrative root a “this,” or else a mutilation of ma; whilst
the second is a particle, identical with the Greek «e, and the
third, in all probability, another demonstrative letter.

I pass on to the pronoun of the 2nd person in its indc-
pendent form,  Iere the demonstrative syllable an is prefixed,
not to thc syllable Za, but to #z2. Both these syllables are,
it scems likely, also of a demonstrative character, and admit
of being explained in one of two ways. Either (1) &2 is a
mere varicty of /@ (compare tls r{ with Sanskrit nd-£i-s “nemo,”
ki-m “what?” quis, quid); or (2) they spring from diffcrent
demonstrative letters, £ and £ The one of these we have
already mentioned as lying at the root of ]5, N3 '3, and
similar words; whilst the other gives birth to various forms,
of some of which we shall have to treat presently. If so, the
pronoun of the 2nd person designates the individual spoken
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to as a “this” or “here,” in contradistinction to the more
remote “that” or “there” of the 3rd person. In the Indo-
European languages the same element seems to lie at the root
of both pronouns, for Sanskrit fvam, i.e. fu-am, “thou,” differs
only in its vowel from s, the base of the demonstrative pronoun
tat, in Greek 74,

The oldest form of this pronoun kuown to us in Semitic

P 4 PR §

is the Arabic ! anta, with its fem. g.,u\ anti, dual Lasit,
- e GI % oLf

plur. masc. 3\ anfumsi, shortened antum, and fem. U.u\

antunna. The dual is found in Arabic only, and has disap-
peared from its vulgar dialects, in which the forms in use are
enta or ent (Egypt. inte), ents or enti (Egypt. énty, enty), entum or
entis (Egypt. inti). Almost identical with these are the Ethiopic
At anta, anti, antéma, antén, which appear in Tigré as anta,
anti, antim, and in Ambharic as anta, antyi or anty, plur. anti.
But in Tigrifa they have been displaced by the compound
Yon: ndsskha, fem. ndss’hhi, plur. ndssatkim, nissithén, by
assimilation for ndfs*kkd, etc.

In Assyrian and Hebrew uz have been assimilated into #
The Assyrian forms are a#f3, at#i, plur. masc. attianu, (fem.,
according to analogy, a/fina). In Hebrew the masc. sing. is

R, in pause .‘ID& or ﬂlj&:t; but the shorter PR, az#® or a#t,

also occurs, Num. xi. 15; Deut. v. 24, and in some other
passages in the K&thibh, e.g. Ps. vi. 4; Job i. 10; Eccles. vii. 22.
Its fem. is 'R, which occurs sometimes in the Kéthibh, viz.

Judges xvii. 2; 1 Kings xiv. 2; 2 Kings iv. 16, 23, and viii. 1;
Jerem. iv. 30; Ezek. xxxvi. 13; but it has been almost sup-
planted by the shorter AR, a## or a#t, in pause At. The plur.

masc. is DI, with # for #; the fem. is FUAN, sometimes written
MR and MARNG but the shorter P or [ is found in Ezck.
xxxiv. 31, and with assimilation of the # to a following , in
Ezek. xiii. 20, nﬁ'nm nnn W (observe Ezek. xxxiii. 26,
nayin p'vbg for Dn’w and Isaiah xxxv. 1,370 DW’ for

o).
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In Biblical Aramaic and the Targiims we find both the
primitive and the assimilated forms, R, h)& PR, fem. h&

plur. masc. pnjt_{ PR, fem. ]’njg rjjt_{ In Synac the n,
though written, is never pronounced, and the final £ of the fem.
sing. has also been dropped, 5], LA, @'MT, (..é.ﬂ' The
forms of the later dialects are in some cases such as we should

naturally cxpect; e.g. Samaritan MW or PN, fem. ‘NN, plur.
JUW, I'R; Palestinian Syriac, 4], fem. ], plur. ©2] and
QAJ], (..l]. But in others there are points worthy of remark.
For instance, in Mandaitic, instead of # and 7 being assimilated,
a short 4 is inserted between them, MJ&, plur rm&u& Again,

in the vulgar Syriac of Ma‘liila, we find ‘ ack or Ep hack, with

- OI
the plur. ws\a-‘ ackklhun or u.,... hackun, where ¢ has been

softened into £y, ck, as in Ladyde (JALs80), - )1d dLsy, Lol
(19A5). The modern Nestorian or eastern forms are A.'ﬂ at or
\M] attin, the latter with a curious appendage; and not less

strange are the plurals \OA.»] and \o.'zoA.u], which can only be
explained as having arisen under the influence of the 1st pers.

v'L”] or w1, whilst conversely the form of the Ist person

@30.1.»] must have owed its birth to this falsely formed
@ooll].

The scparate pronouns of the 1st and 2nd persons have,
as we have scen, received a demonstrative increment at the
beginning; with the pronoun of the 3rd pers. the reverse
apparently is the case. The Assyrian 2, fem. ¥, and the
corresponding Syriac oc‘;‘i, fem. ...<_;1, may perhaps never have
had any such incrcment; but it is, I think, otherwise with the
Hebrew and Arabic singulars. In Hcbrew these forms, with

the ancient and nccessary difference of vowels, are Ny, fem.
N%1. Now some scholars believe that the alepk is a mere

orthographic sign, like the Arabic e/if in the 3rd pers. plur.
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of the verb, \,Lij , which is occasionally found even in Hebrew
(N!D‘?:"IQI Josh. x. 24; Nuts Isaiah xxviii. 12). In this view

I can hardly concur, because the words are written with this
alepk in the oldest documents we possess, such as the Moabite
stone (masc. N D) WON") and the sarcophagus of Eshmiin‘azar,
king of Sidon (masc. 877 DIN “that man,” fem. 87 nabesn
“this kingdom”). Had the original sounds been merely 4% and
#i, we should have found on such monuments §1 and .
I conclude, therefore, that the words must have sounded origi-
nally something like 4i#-a and A#-a, with the addition of a
demonstrative ¢ at the end. This will seem less improbable
to you, when you are told that the modern Syrian forms from

o061 5 and a1 & by the addition of )01, another demonstrative

o1 o1 (Joooy) 7’4, o1 wdn &4, “that,” “yonder.” That Plautus
heard the Phoenician word pronounced as /Zy only proves that
the Carthaginians, like the Jews, had gradually let this additional
sound drop, although they retained the symbol of it in writing.
I have said nothing to you as yet of the use of %1 for the
fem. gender in Hebrew, because I do not believe in its existence.
The distinction of the vowels in 83 and K%}, s4 and s, is just

as primitive and essential as in anéa, enti and ka, ki 1 am
aware that N\ takes the place of X% in various passages of the
Pentateuch; but in old Hebrew Mmss. Y and * are very much
alike, and the Masorets have done well to regard XY as nothing
but a clerical error, and to substitute for it the correct N%7'
The same pretended archaism may be found in the famous
Babylonian codex of the Prophets published by Strack, eg.

Hosea ii. 4, N7 (i.c. 8¥), Joel iv. 1, NN (ic. MWD)-

To proceed. The same primitive difference of the vowels
and the same affixed syllable are to be found in Arabic, although

e

slightly obscured, since %4-'a and /4i-'a have become Aiwa 4

and Aya L:S" In Ethiopic these words have received a further

e

! [Cf. Kuenen, Ond:rsock, and ed. vol. i. (Leyden, 1887), § 16 and n. 7, who
rightly refers the origin of the error to the old scriptio defectiva W11, for RV and KM
alike.] .
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increment at the end, and in conscquence have suffered a slight
curtailment at the beginning. The forms in actual use are -
ONE: wddtn, fem. 2At: y2'fi, which have obviously lost an
" initial 4# and /i on account of their having been lengthened by
the syllable ## and 7. I find the same increment in the
Assyrian demonstrative swatii, “this,” fem. Seati or $4e [Decl.
§iats], and in another form in $dsa, fem. §4si, $4fa, as also in
haga-sit (Del. agdsu), which last is found mainly in inscriptions
of the Persian period. 7 seems to be only a weakening of #,
just as in Greck the pronoun #x, Doric 7v, became ov; or Tripepov
(to-day), rfires (this ycar) became ovnpepor and oijres; or the
nominal terminations 7s, Teos, Tia, Ty, passed into os, aios, oua,
aury (wéyris, whobaios, yepovala, Sikatoovvn). Indeed it seems
possible that /% is the oldest form of the pronoun of the 3rd
pers. in Semitic, of which s# and /%7 are successive weakenings.

We have then the following forms of the pronoun of the
3rd person.

singular _ plural dual

Assyr. m. s& Sainu, Sanu-tu, Sunul
f st Sina

v Lo o

Arab. m.;; (vulg. Eg. (2 o2 (Eg. kum and Juma) Loa

hawi )
f. ;‘3 (vulg. Eg.. Ué
hiyi g;')

Eth. m. ONk: wréts  APYE: ominté or
. OANPR: wo'dtomn
. eAL:y2u ARNY | Snduth or
ONPY: wd'ton
Heb. m. N¥7(Ph. N7) 737, DY)
£ 80 (Ph.NY) N30
J. Ar. m. N3 o, ;e
£ N I
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singular plural
Sy mod @@l
£ o <39 ]
Talm. m. y7'% 4 e
£ e
Mand. m. {1 o
f M

After what I have already said, in this and former lectures,
very few of these forms call for any further remark. I need

” @

only add, I think, that .», “, vulgar Egypt. Aum, huma,
N7, 07, and 17, |7, are really identical, the last being

strengthened by an additional demonstrative element, as is
also the case with A® Y %: and AMYk:: The Talmudic forms
172 and 30 (for [N and PIW) shew us that the double
# of the Chaldee, Syriac and Mandaitic is an assimilation of #4,
the syllable s, en, ken being, as I formerly stated, an interjec-
tional or demonstrative clement prefixed to the pronoun. The

simple oatl and ...(:?1 of the old Syriac have entirely disappeared

in the modern language; and in the modern dialects of Ethiopia
the place of this pronoun has been usurped by later compounds.
"Thus in Tigrifla, nssi, fem. ndssa, plur. masc. #ossdtom, fem.
néssaton, for néfsia, etc.; and in Amharic, ACh.: s, fem.
ACP: ¥skwa, plur. ACATD: #sdtyaw, or with a further
assimilation Af\.: &ssa, etc, from CAN: &%, “head.”

On the formation of the plurals of the personal pronouns,
I shall make some additional remarks when I come to trcat
of that subject in relation to the noun and verb. Mecantime
I pass on to the other classes of pronouns.

B. Thke Demonstrative Pronouns.

From the pronoun of the 3rd person, by prefixing the
demonstrative particle or interjection A4, in vulgar Arabic 4,
we get the compound pronoun #4-ki. This appears in the
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Talmid as NyT), fem. N%37, plur. h;.j (for I""?"S"J)- The
word is often wrongly pointed R¥VJ, KWW, whereby it is
confounded with the Hebrew X377, X%, which is of a totally
different origin, viz. by assimilation for mn‘?.j. In Mandaitic
the same word exists in the singular, NM, b.‘mn, without any
corresponding plural. In Syriac the second % was elided, and
the syllables Zd-#, &ud-7, contracted into oo haw, o lzdy‘ or Ldy,
plur. @30'1 hdanniin, ‘_.30'1 hiannen (for hd-tn-hivn, hi-én-hen).
In the Palestinian dialect we also find the singular forms olov,
oo1; fem. ulov, won, but not the plural. In modern Syriac

the corresponding words are o1 aw, w1 ay, often written and
pronounced 6}, of, ), 4 and ¢, with the plur. <] dnZ (from

the old fem. v..._v&'l), shortened into \1 an and J an. From this
is formed another pronoun by the addition of the particle
]m at the end, t6 designate a more remote object; “that,”
“yonder,” viz, ]cn oo (]6 o), 9’4, fem. o O, &4 The n
which we have found in the plurals \zué:l, ﬁn;.:l, etc., seems to

appear in the singular in the Assyrian ammu, “this,” whether
we regard it as mercly =an + /44, or as=d + in+ /4. The forms
given by the grammarians are:

sing. masc. annu (fem. annat), (annit)
plur. masc. annfitn  fem. anndtu, annitu,
with another plural form, perhaps of both genders, anni or anné.

In vulgar Arabic of Egypt the forms corresponding to
R, R, 707, are still used with the original interjectional
force: @hd, “there he is,” &kf “there she is” dkfim or d&hdm,
“there they are.”

A very large number of demonstrative pronouns have their
source in the cognate letters 4 and ¢, in juxtaposition with
which we often find £, /and 7. You will remember that Aram.
9 d = Arab. 3 di, § = Eth. Heb. Assyr. s; and that Aram. N ¢ =

Arab. &, 24, p = Eth. 2 5, Assyr. §, Heb. & sh.
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One of the simplest of these pronouns is the Arabic 13, fem.

. b‘ - pe ~¢" -3 - 3
o9 30 U, plur. '..!“ or :Y|, often written plene H;"' 23,1,
The corresponding forms in vulgar Arabic are da or @7, fem. 47,
plur. Yoo daul or dol, dola, doli (which seems to arise from
a combination of the singular with the ancicnt plural). In
Ethiopic we have the same word in the form H: & fem. H: 34,

plur. Afv: 2/d, fem. ANz M. Its Hebrew cquivalent is 1},
fem. PN, for sd¢, shortened into it and i1, plur. ‘PN (1 Chron.
xx. 8, generally with the art. (XS:"!'). n‘;&s The Phoenician

forms are, as might be expected, very similar; viz, } for both
genders (perhaps with a difference of pronunciation, 85, s%);
fem. also 11, in Plautus sys%; plur. ‘7&, in Plautus #. The
form ¥, which also occurs in Phoenician, has been regarded as
equivalent to the Hebrew mn; but the article in Phoenician

is the same as in Hebrew, and } does not take the article in
Phoenician even when the preceding substantive is defined
(¢t 33D and } ). I prefer therefore to consider the aleph

in ¥ as merely prosthetic. The very curt form of the word 1
might readily lead to such a vowel being prefixed ; and we find
some support for this idea in the modern Ethiopic or Tigrifia
form A'H: fem. AH:: In the later Hebrew of the Mishnah we

have masc. n!, fem. Y} (26 or =i), plur. 19& In Assyrian it is

curious to find the form with / in the singular as well as the
plur.;

sing. masc. #//u fem. ullat

plur. masc. s/latu fem. sllity’.

By appending a demonstrative # to the masculine, we obtain
the common J. Aram. form |7, |"J, emphatic 719, RJ7, with its
simple fem. .'m', Rﬁf,- and its plur. r‘?& The corresponding

! [The latter only in the Pentateuch, where it is probably to be viewed as a mere
scriptio defectiva (387 as in Phoenician. Cf. Kuenen uf supra. In any case 7
is younger than 27, final N being readily lost in Hebrew, as in JV=11.]

® [The feminines are not recognised by Delitzsch.]
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Phoenician forms are )} and N1; and in certain Aramaic dialects
(Egypto-Aram., Nabathcan) these words appear as N} and NI
An Ethiopic form, with further demonstrative increment, is

Hirk: sontd, fem. Mt: sasi, plur. ANYh: ellonth, fem. AAYE:
cllanti,

For the sake of still grcater empha.sns, hai ls preﬁxed to these
forms, giving in Arabic \.n, fem. s.n or .;Ab, q:‘.b’ Gla, plur.

2 v

“n
4o or 2Y4a; and vulgarly kddd, fem. Addli, plur. kddaul, and in

Africa kddam. In Egypt, with somewhat of the original inter-
jectional force, dd¥, “this here” The corrcsponding Aramaic
words vary considerably in form according to the dialects.
In the Targiims and the Talmid we find r'l"l fem. N3

(or XW), plur. ]"7&‘1 and ]"7.‘1 (less correctly pronounced r‘m'l
and r‘_).:l), and similarly in the Palestinian dialect 201 or

QO fem. 1yon (Rdde for hadd), plur. aNG1. In Mandaitic | has

generally taken the place of 1; RA, fem. NN, plur. r‘x{n.
NINP however occurs, as also the compound 131N = Talmud.

W, ie W1 0 The ordinary Syriac forms are lion, fem.
11, plur. aS61. Of these, liah stands for 83T, and 1361 is
weakened from 1301, which occurs in the combination G301
(for ugﬂfo.l). Shorter forms are (g, for [17, and 01 Here
too must be placed the Talmudic [ or |7, which latter is

also found in Samaritan. Here ® has taken the place of v,
whilst the aspirated " dk is rcpresented only by the aspira-
tion . This gradual clision of the #, combined with the
ordinary dropping of the final #, cnables us to cxplain the
common Talmudic forms ‘N7, fem. N7, plur. 37 or 37,

as corruptions of "1, N7, and ]’_5,‘1. The modern Syriac
words arc very similar, viz. 1o arz or 1 4, plur. ].1] anné. 1N

springs from the fem. )30, the original aspirated d (d4) being
represented, as in e, by an /%; /% having been gradually
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dropped, 4’4 has been contracted into 4. Dialectically the forms
~.33]", 1, are also used, both from [J-

Now if to these series of pronouns we append the letter 7,
we obtain another series, generally designating more distant
objects.

The simplest of these is the J. Aram. ] or "3, fem. §7,
plur. ‘1‘_?3, which are formed from [3J, N3 and ]"PN The
Palestinian dialect exhibits the plural in the form ,-.-.501
By prefixing &2 we arrive at the Talmudic ™7, fem. 77, plur.
937 or 0, and the Mandaitic N7 (masc. and fem.), plur.
TJ&'I, which are contractions for "J’ﬂn, ‘,&‘1.‘1, and "J’L)ﬂ.
Here too the Syriac varieties wa\G1, fem. yalOY, find their
place; the former of which may perhaps be compounded with a

form corresponding to the Mishnaic a‘}N As for waIgn (p301),
which is always masc, it is probably not a mere variation of
,o.km, but a different compound, viz. from @.30:0 and .
In Arabic the corresponding pronoun is c:\\.:\, fem. Q:'G, é,\.ﬁ,

PR |

s -3
plur. &JY,) or ()i3,). The Arabs have, however, regarded the

suffixed ._;_( as being the pronoun of the 2nd person, and hence,
though é)\:: is commonly used in speaking to two or more per-

sons of both sexes, it is also permitted to use (J\o in addressing
PR v [ 7% P S e

a woman, LaS\J in speaking to two, and (S\.S or S\ in speaking
to several, according to their sex. The vulgar forms, at least in

North Africa, are @S ddk, fem. )yd dr#, plur. c.‘J,:'» ditk.

In Egypt we find, with the addition of A4, the forms dibka
(masc. fem.) and dukhkd (masc.); and these may be still further
strengthencd by appending the pronoun of the 3rd pers., masc.
dukhawwd, masc. fem. dikkasya, plur. masc, fem. dukkamma.
The Ethiopic presents us with this augmented pronoun in
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the form Hn-: so%f, fem. A4y TN-: ne2kdl, plur. AdN-: 2%k,
Here the fem. is remarkable, but we shall speak of it when
we come to the simple relative form Ayt: &wa.

These pronouns again may be heightened by the accession
of a fresh demonstrative syllable. Thus in Chaldee we find
]37 for both genders, with additional n. The Ethiopic presents

us with a form with additional 72, viz. Hivwk: sdkwdt# or Huk:
sdthi, fem. Nyt e dntakdf, plur. AR Mlkweh or Adtvk:

A

Mikeff. The Arabic prefixes /4 in the form Nk, fem. b,

gJuuLb, plur. cJ..‘»!,Ln, which are much used in the vulgar
dialects, JL\; hadak, gJu.» /zddik plur. uﬁ)n I:ﬁ'uld’:k or in

North Africa cJ,.n hadik. From hadak seems to arise, by
clision of the &, the form (2\» Aa#, used by the Bedouins; just as

]
\d» Adda, in combination with the article 'a/, becomes %a/, which

o Lo L Lo
is used for all numbers and genders, as UIn, iala,

s Ed
w® - Lo

t}«!\b, Jo o, c_:!ﬂ.b Another strengthened form in old
Arabic is o.:J.L:, where the letter / has been inserted between

3 and J; its fem. is )3, by contraction for g:,\lé; Peculiar

to the Mandaitic is the word P WRINI (masc. and fem.), plur.
" masc. JUWIRA, fem. PANIT.  Here it scems tolerably clear
that we have again the prefixes NV and rN, contracted into
N, and the suffixcs of the 3rd person; but it is not so easy to
say what is reprcsented by the letters NN, unless we admlt
Nocldeke’s suggestion that they are identical with 1, th

Aramaic form of M.

Finally, under this head, we have a few demonstratives that
are formed by mecans of the prefix '8 7 Here I mention first,

though somewhat doubtfully, the Talmudic pronoun Y, fem.
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YT ; doubtfully, I say, because it may also be explained, as I
did above, by assimilation from ¥1)'W, "V This latter view
is countenanced by the plurals §)W¢, '8, The forms ¥71%)
and §7)"), representing the substantive verb, seem to be fresh
compounds of the demonstrative # and 37, IMY; e.g. ¥7*) 'RD
“what it is,” Y1) NI “it is L” 7 ) PHIY “they are
perfectly righteous men.” More certain examples of this for-
mation with prefixed 7 are YR (for [TW), fem. XTN; and
T.!'zg. plur. ?@’N

To designate a definitc pronominal accusative, especially of
a somewhat emphatic kind, we find in the Semitic languages a
peculiar word joined with the pronominal suffixes. In Ethiopic
this is n, P: £iyd, a word regarding the origin of which various
conjectures have been hazarded, but which I am inclined to
think finds its source in thc demonstrative £, to which we have
so often referred. From this are formed, with the usual pro-
nominal suffixes, £tyd-ya, kiyd-ka, etc. By the weakening of 3
into {7 (of which I gave some examples in a former lecture), we

@
obtain the Arabic dialectic form Ls. From this it is but a step

@
to the common Arabic L\ #4, which is used precisely like

»
its Ethiopic equivalent, and appears in Tigrifia in the contracted
form of A i, denoting self, as AR: e, An: #kha, Af: iyi. In
the other Scmitic languages this word takes the feminine termi-
nation a¢ or ¢, probably appended to it in order to bring out
more strongly the abstract idea of Aoccitas (if I may usc such a
word) ; and in these languages its range of use is considerably
wider than in Arabic and Ethiopic. Hence we get, in the first
place, the Phoenician J'8, which was doubtless pronounced
in the earlicr stages of the language #ydtk or iyatk; for other-
wise the * would not have been inserted in writing, as is almost
invariably the case in the older inscriptions. In the inscriptions
of later date, however, we find W, and Plautus heard the word
pronounced y¢% The Aramaic forms seem to be shortened from

the Phoen.,, viz. Syr. As, Chald. n:, less correctly IV, These
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are used riot only as a sign of the definite accus., ;2 daas D
1831 Auo latas A. Jou\\; but also as a substantive, signify-
ing sclf, e g. P VAN (}OM} o “he who knows himself,”
Ao 284u\5 “free-will”; and likewise in the Palestinian dia-

lects and in Samaritan to form demonstratives, as in the phrases
NBY PN'3 “on that same day,” NJ® A3 “in that same
year,” 10010 cAas “at that same time” oo Au) o1 ok
“that man is a thief” ' 137 85 iRy *b a0 1M “this is of
. use to me, those are not” In this way we ma).r best explain the
Mandaitic demonstrative spoken of above, WM (masc. and
fem.), RN, 'NRNT, where JW is probably =M. Simi-
larly in Hebrew ydtk was further altered into d#%, whence, by the
usual change of 4 into 4, resulted the common form 474, N¥N.
In close connection with a following word this 624 was shortened
into Jtk, just as from NYM) and n?‘);ﬂ we get ‘PN and
W Next, dth was changed into &k “IW, as in DI for
attlim; and finally this " was heightened by the tone into 274,
mg, In later Hebrew, perhaps under the influence of the sur-
rounding Aramaic dialects, ’W came to be used, like N, asa
demonstrative: DWW ShWe3, AP AN, S H 2 «that

one sat down,” :Sn‘? W&a e "I, In Assyrian I find a

word aftu, which seems to be nearly connected with ydzk and
oth, for example in such phrases as aftfia abia “my father”
(“mon pére & moi”), sirya attia “my family” (YW), dindta
attiha “my laws” ("), bita attanu *our house,” $a la iptallahs
abiya wa attua “ who revere (n‘)b) not my father and me.”
Schrader also regards as cognate with ydtk the words ydsi and
asi, in such phrases as ydti Nabfinakid Susibanni, “ as for me,
Nabunit, save (31'%) thou me”; and again, $a /& iplakii abiitiya
n a1 l& isbatii nly sarriitiya, “who did not fear my fathcrs,
and, as regards me, did not take up the yoke of my rule”
These words ydrZ and 45Z he explains as made up of ya +
a + Ui or i, i.e. ya for yath, a suffix of the 1st pers, and
a further demonstrative # or §i. Sayce, however, gives a differ-
W. L. 8
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ent explanation of both words, so that we are evidently on
unsafe ground. Even the Hebrew R has been explained in a
manner different from that which I have just suggested to you,
for some scholars have regarded it as a substantive, nearly equi-
St
valent in form and meaning to the Arabic & | “sign” or “mark,”
“form” or “body,” thus identifying it with the word N} (for N or
n:‘IR), or else assuming a form TS or N, from the construct

state of which (J¥% or N#) N might be derived by con-
traction.

Before quitting the demonstrative pronouns, I will say a
few words regarding the definite article, which really belongs to
this class of words. Its original form was, in all probability,

‘)'1 a compound of %4 and /, nearly in the sense of the Latin
#lle, connected with the adverbs '1&'7'[ “away,” “beyond,” and
D{?."l “here,” “ hither.” In Hebrew the ! was assimilated to all
followmg letters; and when the doubling wholly ceased to
be audible, the loss of it was compensated by the heightening of
the vowel into 4 +, as in PR, W7, P, PN, on which
and other modifications of the article see your Hebrew gram-

mars. In Phoenician its form is the same as in Hebrew, but it
is not so frequently used as in the latter language, e.g. 1 32D

for 7Y 2287, T W& for I WM, NI o for DINR
IR, &7 Nbasn for aAn nbBn.

The Arabs ordinarily weakened the initial /7 to ¥, but re-
stricted the assimilation of the final / to a following dental, sibi-
lant or liquid (the so-called solar letters u:. w s do W

Pa 14 s P e L

) Jb‘.‘ U°U°)"e g \M," J-\S\“; w.&ﬁ“’ but))m ('I‘IW'I)

MJ\ &), Jg,\“ (T,'I;JU)- In Egypt this assimilation is
nowadays extended to T and ), as eg-gassdr, eg-gum'a “ Fri-

day,” ek-kull, ek-kenise “ church.” The letter /, however, though
assimilated in pronunciation, is always written. The Arabian
Bedouins are still said to retain the old pronunciation %a/, saying
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has-sanak instead of as-sanak, ngga‘_ Generally speaking, how-
ever, the initial e/if is regarded as so weak in sound that it

Ao v £
suffers elision whenever another word precedes, e. g. (Lol pYl

L ¥ : i

abu 'l-maliki, not abn al-maliki, (u\J\ H’J Jfi 'n-ndsi, not fi an-

vBo - wftotas P
ndss, Jo-3\ JG &dla’r-rajuln, not kala ar-rajulu, §\el\ 3G
kalats 'l-mar'atn, not kalat al-mayatu. Indecd it was at times
dropped altogether and only the / sounded, and this is common
at the present day, e.g. lakmar “red,” liswid “ black,” lashar, the
“ Asghar” mosque, ltnén “ the two.”

In Ethiopic thcre is no definite article, and the same appears
to be the case in Assyrian. The Aramaic dialects labour under
the same deficiency, but make up for it by appending to the
noun the demonstrative A& or 4, which appears in writing as an

alepl; thus ¥723, lioy; NABD, Mivam. With this we

may compare the postpositive ez and ef of the Scandinavian
tongues, derived from an older énn and #¢ (e.g. Danish Mand,
Manden ; Hus, Huset), of which we shall have to make mention
again hereaftcr. More to our present purpose, however, is the
Himyaritic suffixed , e.g. in |70 “this monument” or “tablet,”

| | T | i | WP | B | 13 | v | ol
or in |kt “this stonc,” | Symnly | 3 | 12BN | 13 | NRgoR
1 ’b‘?bb | SRy | 3pR. The words "I and ]b‘)bb arc appa-
rently contractions of )b and ]ﬂb‘)ﬂb, as scems to result
from such forms as | ]ﬂ'J'lbnb | ]'3 “between these two towers ”
or “castles,” | 7" | Sp:ﬂ “the lords of these two houses,”
R “ this house of ours” (where the J is the sgﬁ'lx of thf st
pers. plur?).. Often the demonstrative pronoun |7, fem. 17, is
prefixed to such words, as [ID ﬁ

! [This statement rests on a misconception: &iwdld stands for &l ,,;.Sb .
Né&lid.]

* Other examples are: WD [T, “this inscription”; 1M 17, *this idel”;
JAND 17, *this door”; PI3D |7, “this bullding”; 1O5Y, “this statae”; J1I53NY,
“and these two camels.”

8—2
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C. The Relative Pronouns.

The relative in its simplest form is, it may be said, iden-
tical with the demonstrative pronoun. As the Germans use der
instead of welcker, and we English zkat instead of who, so did
the Scmites employ closely cognate or identical words as de-
monstratives and relatives.

The simplest of the relative forms is the "1 of the Biblical

Aramaic, shortencd in the Targums and in Syriac into 7, 7 4%

One or other of these forms appears in all the Aramaic dialects
cxcept the Egyptian and that of some ancient inscriptions, which
have 1. The Mandaites say &7 as well as 2% and the same form
%A is occasionally found in Samaritan. I need only remark in
addition that in Mandaitic 19 is used in a few cases instead of
the common 7, as AN 1'IND “he who does good,” N'ID T'aND
“he who does evil” (where 'I’N=ﬂ';2';l)s INDRARIND 89
“spirit of our fathers” The word ¥, which is mentioned by
Gesenius and others as the Mandaitic form of the relative, has
no existence, being merely a false reading of the somewhat
abbreviated character of the word 5. In modern Syriac 2 or 3L

is frequently employed for 3, as 1.3.13 A.LD;Q (for laap 110,2)
“the Savjour of the world,” «aaafu m":_, (for ]f\.:-é-uz 1a0s)
“forgiveness of sins,” \;_5'0; Aass (for \}S‘Dz 01.,.};) “the passion
of our Lord,” édrit ishi, i.e. Sa.au) 0157&5 “after Jesus.”

Identical, with this ¥J or 1 is the Arabic )"’ generally em-
ployed in thns one form for both genders and all numbers; as

S Cr o

p\!o J\: ,o \5‘\" “he who said that came to me,” Uj"-r’ @N

“my well which I dug.” The use of this word is, however
only dialectic. In S. Arabia the Himyaritic furnishes us with

similar forms : masc. 9 (H), fem. 19, plur. b or be.
In Ethiopic we find H: &4, with a fem. A%+ &usa, and a plur.
&la, all bearing a striking rcsemblance to the corresponding
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forms of the demonstratives. H: s4 may be used, like *J and

,3, for both genders and numbers. The fem. AY%t: we must
trace back to the demonstrative particle en, or the letter n, plus

the fem. termination £; and the plur. AN: to the demonstrative let-
ter . In Hebrew occurs the cognate form 1, likewise invariable.

of
In Arabic and Hebrew the simple article i, -1V, is sometimes

-.a v el LA ~»

employed as a relative; e.g. ﬁ..s,. Al J,.a)\ ‘.,iH “of the

-,‘v.n// 6

people of whom is the Apostle of God,” for f"“ A Jgs) ug&\,
Joshua x. 24, P xa:‘)'tn “who went with him”; 1 Sam. ix. 24,
v pReiTng; 1 Chron. xxvi. 28, S gvpmn b9,

Hencc, from a combination of these two words, wnth the

insertion of the demonstrative letter / (as in c)&a). arises .the

[ 23 -9
ordinary Arabic relative 4&\, with its fem. gj.“, for the full
inflection of which see the 1_\rabic grammar. Its form in the

vulgar dialects is ";l( ellf, in Maltese even shortened into 9} i,

br
for all the genders and numbers. Identical with ()| in form,
though not exactly in meaning, is the Hebrew demonstrative

¢
nz‘?tl, shortened into I‘?.‘J, just as s\ is sometimes found in

(2 2

the form all. ‘7‘! is used as fem. in 2 Kings iv. 25, ab ]

!‘7,‘1 n’mm#‘l and another form, 3?’7:‘1 hallésn, also occurs as
fcm. in Ezckicl xxxvi. 3§, .‘IW),‘I 1!‘7‘! ]ﬁ&n This last sccms

to be weakened from !t‘;?.'_l, and to exhibit this pronoun in cven
\
a purer form than ng%a and il

The relative pronoun in Assyrian is $a or 52, which admits of
no variation, but is evidently connected with the simple pronoun
$i, “he,” and the demonstrative $a-5u.
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The Hebrew word ‘?&_{., though familiar to us all, is difficult

to analyse. Some, as for instance Fleischer, Miihlau and Sayce,
following an older scholar named Tsepregi, regard ﬂ?s as the

Hebrew representative of the Aramaic W, iI.T, “place,” in

Syriac also “trace,” “track,” “footstep,” as in 5'4.": (for ba-athar)
8-f s

“ after,” “ behind,” Arab, JH and JJ\ , “trace,” “ track,” “ footstep,”
»

Eth. AWC:: In support of this view they appeal to analogies in
other languages, e. g. the Chinese, where so means both * place”
and “which,” and to the vulgar use of we in German, for
example, “ Der Mann, wo ich gesehen habe,” instead of welcken,
or again, “Der Fremde, wo du mit ihm gegessen hast,” instead of
“mit welchem du gegessen hast.” Gesenius, in his immortal work,
the Thesaurus Linguae Hebracae, sought to connect WX with

the Hebrew radical ﬁg “Modo in tali vocabulo de ctymo
quaerendum est, ‘)?&_{_ pr. rectum valuisse conjecerim ab ‘Q&s
rectus fust, deinde recte, ita, i.q. |3 et Germ. so, idque in anti-
quiore lingua in pron. relat. abiisse. Cf. 13 i%a, et relativum 13,
ct contra Germ. s, i.e. propr. rclat. fem. Simonis relationem ita
exprimi censet, quod ad sequentia rectd tendat.” KEwald, whose

opinions I would always mention with the respect duc to so
great a scholar,—Ewald’s latest view seems to have been that
WA stands for 5?5, and is compounded of two demonstra-

tives, ¥ =, 1, 1 and ‘7, plus the prosthetic 8, Finally, Fried-
rich Bottcher looks upon % as standing for ‘??'N, and as

made up of a merely prosthetic ¥ and a word ‘7? ,.which he
regards as an older form of the article s,j (just as su secmed to
be an older form of N}, or the verbal conj. SQWQ)@P,'_!,
Sp'?g{). As the matter at present stands, we have t.o choosé, I

think, between Fleischer’s view on the one hand, and Ewald’s or
Bottcher’s on the other; and, on the whole, I incline to the
lattér, in so far as I would seek the origin of the relative pro-
noun somewhere in the region of the demonstratives. For the
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interchange of t; and %, even in this region, compare the Syriac
15561, “ here,” with the Chaldee “.3'?:'.'- In Hebrew the longest
form of the word is %, but there are several shorter forms,~

without & and usually with assimilation of the final » or / to the
following letter; viz. ¢, &, ¢, but also & (in "D, Eccles.

iii. 18, and according to one reading in N¥W/ for N¥ W/, Eccles.

ii. 22). In Phoenician the word is written @&/N, but that the ¢
may originally have had a vowel is at least suggested by the
transcription of words handed down to us by Latin and Greek
authors, such as Nesso esse sade (capillus Veneris), i. e. .'l?)

T 8. More frequent, however, are the shorter forms as,
L 4 v -

es, ¥s, is, and also si, su, which last correspond to the Hebrew
Y; e.g. in the Poenulus, assamar binam, DYID "DRPN * what

he says is friendly” ; ys siddobrim, thyfel yth chyl ys chon them
liful, i. e. (probably), ‘795‘7 on ]m?" ] SQBH D"D‘:I? AR
in Latin eum fecisse aiunt, sibi quod faciundum fuit ; or, to quote
another line, yth alonim wvalonuth sicoraths simacom syth, i.e.
neér Bipiae e Moty Eabaeny.

The use of the relative as a conjunction, and as a sign of the
genitive relation between two substantives, belongs rather to the
department of Syntax than of Etymology. These phenomena
need cause you no surprise, if you reflect, on the one hand, that
the Greek particle os is only a case of the relative pronoun 3s;
and, on the other, that the Persian dgdfa? or connective vowel ¢ -

("' g 4

in such constructions as e ;& ‘.U ndm-i pidayr-i man, “the

name of my father,” is merely a corruption of what was the
relative pronoun in the older stages of the language.

I may therefore conclude my remarks on the relative by
referring briefly to certain possessive pronouns, which are formed
from it in scveral of the Scmitic languages. In Ethiopic we find
HA:, fem. AYEA:, plur. A\ A:, combined with suffixes as fol-
lows: si'd-ya, st'd-ka, si'a-ifi, si'd-na, s¥a-kémi, sta-homi, ctc.
Here we may perhaps discern the rclative H: 24, in combination
with the pronoun £iyd, or rather its Arabic form i#yd, of which I
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spoke in a former lecture. In Aramaic we meet with two forms,
"7 and ‘7"1 The former is found in the Talmid, e g. H{S

‘ln‘mn h?’&_{} I3 “we (occupy ourselves) with our affairs,
and they with theirs” This arises, as Luzzatto has suggested,
from a combination of *3 with <! “hand.” It also occurs in
modern Syriac in the forms waw? Qa2 v‘:.?, diyi, diyukh,
diyan, ctc., , with clision of the & between two vowels. The other
form (7"51 i.e. ¥ plus the prep. (7 is found in Biblical Aramaic,
e.g. Dan. ii. 20—R"3 ‘1‘7"‘-! W‘ﬁi:m m:n *1; and prevails
in the Targims and in Syrnac‘ The eqmvalent ‘9w from
‘7 W occurs in later Hebrew, as well as in l’hoemclan.
Already in Jonahi. 7 we read ’D‘?ﬂl *“for whose cause?” and
in ver. 12, "Dﬁ: “for my sake”; and similarly in the Poenulus

ulic sills, "7# ]‘71:‘1 my guest” (lit. “ wanderer”) ; amma silli,
'W m “my mother”; bene silli, "9}? 'JJ “my son” A
fuller form seems to occur on a Tyrian signet nng, viz. {h‘WJ‘?
B9 n'p‘m‘;m D‘?N &8t “(belonging) to Ba‘al-yathon, a priest
". (lit. a gods’-man) of Melkart Rsph.”

D. The Interrogative Pronouns.

The first of these to which I would direct your attention is
the Arabic g‘ ayy, fem. g_,,\ ayyah, fully inflected, meaning

of %%
"who which, what?” It governs a genitive, as s J\ s\ or

Gf - %f Cowb0 3 5
ug) &\, “which land ?” gﬂl’)‘ .,',\ “ which of the two men?”
PP TS JE TS 4

\> \ \ “which of the men ?” !, { “which of them®?”
f\”'

1 Compare the African JL’" = J s’,ﬂ\_
3 In vulgar Ambic it has become 4 or in combination with\’_‘. (thing) &4; d
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This word seems to me to have its ultimate source in the inter-
£
rogative particle |, Heb. {]. Itis found in Ethiopic too in the

sing. AL: dy, plur. APt: ayyd, for both genders; and in the
modern Tigrifia it appears as AR%: APY: APY: AP3: or ALY:,
which are probably compounds of AP: and the Ethiopic inter-
rogative &:: In the other Semitic languages this word has
more of an adverbial force, being prefixed to other words ‘to
convert them into interrogatives, and entering into the composi-
tion of a great many interrogative adverbs. In Hebrew, for
example, it appears as ‘R (¢ for ay) in A 'R, “who, which ?”
'IID W “from which?” HN!‘? we wherefore, why ?” But also

as an independent word in the sense of “where ?” with pronom.
suffixes, :'1.'3:8, 5’8 , D:t_&; and in a longer form without suffix,

™. Of compound words the most ordinary examples are:
sof
'™ (for '8, Arabic )] “where?” contracted X, and as an

accusative TN “whither?” PR, NI, and .ﬂgé’t_.{, “how ?”
"B “where? how?” Similar formations in Ethiopic are

ALt: “where?” and, with a shortening of AR: into A: & AC:
5, “how? how!” reduplicated A : f3f5, A« : 2afJ, or
N.C: Af5; and AdGyh: “how much? how many?” from
€Y s¥fn, which is properly a noun meaning “number,”
“quantity.” In Aramaic we have two forms of this word,

£
for just as the Arabic | is in Hebrew 7], so in Aramaic we find
both % and 3. The latter, %1, is the ordinary form in the

TalmGd Babli and in the Syriac dialect of Palestine. For
instance, in the Talmid, [*3 "] or '], fem. NT"Q or XN

“who?” “which?”; in Palestinian Syriac likewise 01, fem.

&, “why?” In Kgypt, &nki, dnhi, enhdm, as min dnhit gins, *‘of what kinﬂ." but
scparately endd, enhf, enhiim, * who?” “which?™, where en is probably for Zs=

of
{. ([So Spitta, p. 80. But Néldeke explains the = ss a remnant of the old
er p
-f
Tanwin 4 oy and so forth.]
iR A
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101, Further, in the Talmiid, 137 "1 or 7% “who,” “which,”
“what is—?" for ¥ |"I"; %0 “how?” NIY] “where?” NWWR
“in respect of which?” “in reference to whnch?" for X%

X" “to which?” “whither?” for X%, In the Aramaic "o the
Targums both forms occur; T&S and ‘sﬁ'j “how?” *I'N and
10, fem. TR and X7, “who, which?” XIW and X273,
“where?” n:'g and r'!::’.:l, “how?” In Syriac we have only
the forms with algpk, but in great abundance; for instance:
,....]' (dkk) “how,” “as,” with its derivatives ]:n.::f “as,” “like,”
]'r».:ﬂ' “together,” “at once,” éﬁo]’ “as one who,” “as if;"
1ao], “as”; further, o] “where?” from |2 “here”; é..]',
].i:':..'{, “how?” for \;_é..]' and ].':t:':..],, ]:.:sa..]' “whence?” for
o o ul; 1L for ]5(..]', “who?” with its fem. Tr'f' and plur.
<..S..'I' for r‘?x *N; and finally, with a shortening of o1 into l,
...ASB! “when?” in the Targiims ‘NO'W and NDW, from the
Heb. 'ND, Arab.
forms, though of course more or less corrupted. Such are:

b-»‘ ikd or bl ¥k, “where?” ]J,S "‘i edand, for R;‘?D R,

»s. In modern Syriac there are similar

“when?” sminé or smné, “ which of them?” ...u.&o ...i or ....\.Sm],
in Talmudic Y30 *7; further, 2] “who?” from N7 ' and

N7 W, with another form u.l...] &ni, which is, strictly speaking,

derived from the old plural o XJ. In Mandaitic the same
. interrogative exists in NI w'nd, “whence?” which is also a
Talmudic form, for R;D or ]JD ie. W D; ']R‘? 1D minné lakh,

in the Talmud B&JD undenam tibi? Also in &"7 or y‘7 l,
for b, “whnthcr?" 0oy mille, “whence?” PRDY or PRD

“when?” NIY and NIOR or NN, “where?” from NIW, 827,
with suffix $INI “where is—?" in which form the real inter-

rogative has wholly disappeared, just as in the modern Syriac
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IL 15 “where is he?” from b] tka, “where?” Here too I
should mention the Mandaitic forms N'3ON and V3N, proba-
bly standing for 3% N7 and ﬁﬂ)b W7, eg pb‘) VTN NIBRTD

“in which will ye cross over?” ¥ 1JONM &"?"‘l MDD “which
(of them) is my throne?”

Another interrogative pronoun in the Semitic languages is
that which is characterised by the initial lctter m. Its oldest
forms appear to me to be man for the masc., and mant for the
fem.; but in practicc man is used as the interrogation for
persons of both sexes, “who?” whilst mant is employed in
speaking of things, “what?”

In Ethiopic we actually find these oldest forms in use; ®%:
mdn#, acc. By 2 mdna, “who?” and DYyt: mént, acc. AYyt: monta,
“what?” The Himyar. form is also |1, but more usually |3, with

the substitution of 3 for . In Arabic we have ordinarily o
man for persons, but a distinction of gender is made in the rare
case of the word standing alone, when it is fully inflected, the masc.

sing. being . ,.\,. mam'z and the fem. 4.:.: manak (with aspirated 4,

for «=.1.) and sometimes o mant. The Assyrian forms are
said to be mannu or mannu and man, which last is identical with

the Aramaic (] é"’ Hence arise in the Aramaic dialects, by

the addition of the pronoun 4#, such forms as Syriac ait;
Talmudic 8D, fem. 3B, for ¥7 D, %1 |D; Mandaitic IND;
modern Syriac ....J.So, «21%0, w2130, which is strictly speaking
derived from the old feminine. The forms in the vulgar dialects
of Abyssinia are not dissimilar to those of the ancient Ethiopic,
viz. Tigrifia ®%: “who?” and Y+ L0: méntdy, rarely DYy+: and
AYtLe: “what?” This latter is compounded of M%%: and the

other interrogative A2:: In Amharic the commonest forms are
AY: “who?” and MY “what,” shortened from AYt::

Vulgar Arabic forms of :; are u; and :J‘ The change of

vowel in the former case is due to the influence of the labial m;
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in the latter, it is the natural weakening of & in the shut
syllable, and is pronounced in pause min ;.g.,. From a form
resembling this last must have arisen, by the rejectibn of the
final #, the Hebrew ' “who?” It is also found in Ethiopic,

but as a neuter, “what?” or else as an adverb “how!” e.g.
RAAL®M: “how pleasant!” N PO, : “how great is—!"” N ®MY:
“how great?” “how much?” (from ®fN%: “mcasure, quantity”).
The Phoenician form of the personal interrogative seems also,
from some phrases in the Poenulus, to have been il

The neuter form ma is common to the Arabic, Hebrew, Phoe-
nician, and the Aramaic dialects, L;, :"IZ'), RQ, ]&.7; and we also

find abundant traces of it in Assyrian, as I shall show you
presently. This form I would venture to explain, with Fr.
Béttcher, as follows. The original mant became by assimilation
matt; the doubling was gradually dropped, because hardly
audible, at the end of the word, leaving mas. This would
gradually lead to the aspiration of the final ¢, matk. The
aspirated letter would first pass into 4, FD, mak, and finally

disappear altogether in pronunciation, the vowel being length-
ened in the now open syllable, .'l?, mah. Compare the different

stages of such words as RIR, KX, HX “anger” (Arab. g_:f‘
“nose”), or 1\, with suffix ‘AR, from AR AR, PR or AR,
R (for NINJ); and the series of changes which b;roduced. .tlvle
. , out of the
original a¢, viz. (1) a#, (2) ath, N_, (3) ak, with aspirated %
(found in Arabic in rhyme), and finally (4) 4, N R_. In this

way too we are cnabled to give an easy explanation of the
daghesk forte which so constantly follows this word, and of the
forms -7, AD, N, as compared with those of the article

b 7 73 from ‘7:3,

From XD by the addition of ¥7 we obtain in Talmudic and
Mandaitic the forms B, VIND, “what is it?” ¥IND is con-

ordinary feminine termination of nouns M_, N_
v v
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tracted in Mandaitic into D in the word YW “why?” ie.
YD SR-\W ‘7}? By adding ™3 to RD there arises in
Talmudic the word ’Nb “what?” in composition ’NDR “where~
fore?” “why?” = ]"IRD ‘7&7 In ancient Syriac the same com-
bination of ND with Ng'l and |7 finally resulted in the

contracted forms ]1% and ,sb, the latter of which was farther
weakened into @QQ Hence in combination with §7 arose the

form al% “what is it?” = od 13%. In modern Syriac this
same md-dén has been contracted into w2030, with a rather

unusual weakening of the vowel in this dialect; and this is farther

shortened into %0, Z.o&o and even Q%0, as in ,.,a.s ao
“what shall we do?”

With regard to-the ncutral \: in Arabic, I may observe that

it is not unfrequently shortened into ; md cspecially in con-
¢ - @

nection with prepositions, as t’g‘" ‘.\’“, f" for Pt o for

° -

fu{" ‘.._g: d d These last two words are still further

_ abbreviated in poetry into ¢ and (!,_ which shows us the origin

(74

of the word ‘.S “how much?” standing for ‘2 -or l.:g. Syriac

Bao, Hebrew ﬂ’-;? In Ethiopic this abbreviated md is fre-

quently appended to other interrogatives, with somcwhat the
samc force as the Latin nam; e.g. ®p®: (mdni-md) Ayt:
“who art thou, pray?” YR : mént-ni-mb, AEt®: ayté-md,
ACR: fd-md, ANLLP: mdtsé-nit-md. :
That these intcrrogative pronouns should pass into mdcﬁmtcs,

- with the sense of “who, whoever, what, whatever,” is only what
might bc naturally cxpected, and the consideration of this
point belongs rather to comparative syntax than to our present
subject. Sundry forms must, however, for the sake of com-
pleteness, be noticed here. And firstly, the Assyrian words
manniti-ma, mannd-ma, man-man, by assimilation mamman, and
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man-ma, “whoever,” “any one”; mimma, “whatever.” Of these,
manman or mamman is merely a reduplication of man; mandima,
mandma, and manma, are formed by the addition of ma to
manny or man; and mimma arises from a neuter s, like the

Ethiopic N : mi. Similar words may be found in the modern
dialects of Abyssinia. For instance, Tigrifia has MY} ®: or
PYM®: “whoever,” “any one”; and in Ambharic there occurs
AY:, with the neuters AYP®: and Ay PY::

The indefinite ma is often attached in Arabic as an enclitic to
¢ s -
another word, to give it a certain vagueness, as Lo JJ5 “a small

° ¢ % 4
quantity”; Le LUS \,Lh;\ “give me some book or other.” At

other times it conveys something of an intensifying force, as
® I s
L JJ g,.i,. “thou art come for some matter” (of importance) ;

9’ +f

whence \,. \',.u is often nearly equivalent to 9‘“ 9-\ “what a
youth |” “what a man|” Hence we obtain an easy explanation
of such a word as the Chaldee DYID “somcthing,” which is in
reality a contraction of RD YD “scibile quid” All the other
forms of this word are only more or less corrupted ; e.g. Chald.
DY (like YYD for PID), Mand. DXMD, Syr. 5020, Tal-
mud.. 1D, mociern Syriac w20, In iatcr times the word
began to be treated in some of the dialects as a simple substan-
tive, and to form a plural; e.g. in old Syriac ]gp,fo» and in
modern Syriac ].\.:,.:.So whilst the Mandaitic forms a new sub-
stantive ¥)'D, “a thing,” plur. N™'D.

To return to the Arabic ‘4 we also find it used, especnally
with preposttlons, without its apparently addmg anythmg to the

sense; e.g. ‘.L:. L. JS 9"‘ “in every year,” ‘.}.» L‘r“‘u"

%
“without any offence,” ﬁ‘-"'?h’ Lae ‘“because of their sins,”

”’
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J.\Ls Lae “after a little,” a.U\ u‘ Loo, \.cu “by God's mercy.”

The same is the case in Hebrew, only that HD has in this case
been modified into . Hence J‘)ﬂ"lb: Job ix. 30, £¥?;
BMJ Ps. xi. 2; rn-in‘y Job xxvii. 14; and ]:m"iba
Exod xv. §. So also before pronommal suffixes ’;ib? mg
hﬁbg, Here the Ethiopic at once shows the old form in its
N®: kdma,“as,” “like,” but with suffixes NAP : kamd-ya, kamd-ka,

kama-hfi, kamd-kdmn. You will, I think, find the same weak-
ening of md to md in a word which appears in the Chaldee

lexicons as N')‘ﬂb or Rlﬂb “wealth,” “property,” with the
variants RSW‘D and R‘?Tb the former of which is certainly a
mere error. R‘?ﬂb seems to me to be identical with the Arabic

J\.., which is in reality a compound of \.. “what” and J “to,”

literdlly, “what belongs to one.” In Rlﬂﬁb the compound has
been strengthened by the relative EH ‘that is to say "7'ﬂb

“my property,” or .‘P‘)"ﬁb “his property,” is really ")+‘l+ﬁb
or n") literally “that which is to me” or “to him.”

E. The Reflexive Pronouns.

Finally, it may be as well to say a few words regarding the
mode of expressing the reflex pronouns in the Semitic languages,
though this pertains rather to the subject of comparative syntax
than to our present topic.

In some cases, as you are aware, the reflex idea is conveyed
by mcans of a peculiar form of the verb, for instance in Hebrew
the Niph‘al or Hithpa“el.

In other cases, the ordinary pronouns of the 3rd person
have to do duty for the reflex pronouns as well; e.g. n'-_‘J’l

¢ ) )P, where we also say “he took two of his

young men with /Z#m,” whilst the German more accurately
expresses it by “und er nahm zween (zwei) seiner Knechte mit
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sich” 1 may remark, however, in passing, that even in German,
so late as Luther’s time, ékm, ¢k, and shnen, could be employed
for sich, just as sein and shr serve at the present day both
for suus and esus or eorum.

In other cases still, where it was positively necessary to
make a distinction, recourse was had to a compound pronoun,
such as T_PU:, YN, o1AS; or—and this is the point to which I
more particularly wish to direct your attention just now,—
a substantive, most frequently onc cxpressing some part of the
human frame, was employed with the appropriate pronominal
suffix, e.g. '&/B) “my soul,” for “myself.”

In Arabic the words frequently used for this purpose are

8t § wf S¢.

. s - f
ki “soul” plur. (s}, and e “cye, essence,” plur. el

§ o
but in the later stages of the language we also find T “spirit,”

& - & - -

Jle “state,” and =o\s “essence”; e.g. oy = “thou wilt
come thyself” (or “in person”), J\; ‘,\.:6’ “he has killed himsclf,”
a;\;i ;.b t‘; “he is gone himself” (or ““‘in person”).

In Ethiopic NN: is employed for the nominative in the
forms N\P: lali-ya or NO\P: laliya, M\N: lali-ka, O\ ):
lali-kii, etc. This AN: Dillmann maintains to be nothing more
than a reduplication of the demonstrative syllable /z, which we
have already found in so many pronominal forms. Praetorius
has suggested another derivation, viz. from the verb AANP:
“to separate,” whence the Amharic (A\: “another”; and for
this no doubt analogies might be produced from other languages;
but for the present I prefer to abide by Dillmann’s view as the
simpler. For other cases than the nominative the Ethiopic

employs the word CAN: “head,” as ®3: TLA: CAAN: “whom
dost thou make thyself (to be)?” AON: CAMNY: “against
yourselves.” §qn: is of comparatively rare occurrence in this

sense, as Wfflﬂ): i€h: APT: “he gave himself up to death.”
In the vulgar dialects, Tigrifia and Amharic, there seems to be

a still greater variety of expression. In Tigrifia we find 04\ :
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or 410,{\: “lord, master,” as NON2: CAh-: “I myself have seen,”
AU: Ag: Naneg: AR: “behold, it is T myself.” More rare is
the use of H10,4MF: “master of the house” eg. MALELN:
Nodd: +¢€4: “for the earth brings forth fruit (of) itself.”
These two are generally used for the nominative, whilst for the
other cases is commonly employed CAfl: “head”; less frequently
§4r: “soul,” and AUJs “flesh,” “body.” From 3¢ are formed,
as I said before, the personal pronouns Yith: nessi-&hd, “thou,”
and Y\: messit “he,” as well as the reduplicated H%N: “onc
another,” as +NUN: 4T A: “they spoke to one another,”
or “among themselves” The word ks solitudo, is also
used in the sense of self, apparently for any case; and similarly
A-N4t: “humanity”; though these two may perhaps be restricted
to the third person. In Ambharic ncarly the same words occur
in their appropriate dialectic forms, viz OAMt:, &h:, i€h:
and AQ%Tt:: From Z&h: has been derived the pronoun of the
3rd person, ACh.:, farther contracted into Af.: Zssa.

In Assyrian the common reflexive is #dman, which seems to
stand for raliman, just as ruk for rakuk, P'lm It is therefore

cquivalent to the Heb. omy, or rather D’Dﬂ'l Td owhdyyva,

and forms with suffixes sdmaniya, ramanika, ramani}u, etc. One
might have imagined this, after the analogy of the Hebrew, to
be a plural in dn, against which the form ramannisu, with double
n, would pcrhaps not have militated; but the form ramniu
scems to show that the vowel of the sccond syllable, cven though
accented, was short, and might in some cases be elided.

In Biblical Hebrew the most usual word as a reflexive is
/b)), though DB, “face, presence,” is also employed, e.g. Exod.

xxxiii. 14, 4990 B, 2 Sam. xvii. 11 DYY, “bone” is used in
the Bible in speaking of things only, as Dj@?’nj D¥Ya, D¥Ya
n!.‘_'l D1; but in later Hebrew it is applied to persons, ’DYX_}’?
“for myself”; as are also D‘g “bone” and !.35 “body,” with

which last you may compare the old German phrases min /i,
din I, for tck and du,
Among the Aramaic dialects there is some variety of usage.
W. L. -9



130 THE REFLEXIVE PRONOUNS. [cHAP. V1.
In the Targims D) is common; in later writings D3, which
we also find in Samaritan and in the Palestinian dialect of
Syriac. In Syriac 1;.&; and Nn.i.o are the dominant words,

Oy being very rare. In Mandaitic N/DN) is used; whilst

Nxﬁa is found in Samaritan, in the forms mJP and D\‘?P,
and may possibly also occur in Phoenician'. I regret my inability
as yet to give any satisfactory etymology of this word. Modern

Syriac still makes use of ].La.: ndsha, but far more frequently
employs the word Y « Wwhich is merely the Persian o\ Jan,
“soul”; as -u.\r\ 4% casulol] X 166 ,n.&z “who was

making my way bitter to me,” ...cm\ omy) “to shake
himself.”

! [Viz,, in the inscription of Eshmiin‘fzir, C./.S., No. 3, L 4, 30. CL G.
Hoffmann, Ueber einige Phoen. Inscher. (¢ Gott. 1889) p. 37.]



CHAPTER VI
THE NOUN.

FROM the pronoun we naturally proceed to the Nown, in
treating of which it will be most convenient for our present
practical purpose to speak first of the distinction of gender,
and then of the distinctions of number and case. With respect
to gender and number, it may be desirable to consider the
verbal forms to a slight extent along with the nominal, because
there is in the Semitic languages a close resemblance in the
flexion of the noun and verb, for which we look in vain in the
Indo-European languages.

I. Gender.

The vivid imagination of the Semite conceived all objects,
even those that are apparently lifeless, as endowed with life and
personality. Hence for him there are but fwo genders, as there
exist in nature but two sexes. All that we are accustomed
to look upon as indifferent and neuter, was of necessity classed
by him as eithcr masculine or feminine, though the latter
predominated, as we may see from the formation of abstract
nouns, from the employment of the fem. as the impersonal
form of the verb, and from other phenomena in Semitic speech
The Mandaite only pushes this use to its utmost limit, when he
construes as fem. such words and expressions as DNT)'D “some-

thing,” 9 ‘)1: “all that,” and "7 ND or 7 ¥ IND “what,” “whatever.”
Even the word \.:. ND, 1D, the ncarest approach in the

Semitic languages to a ncuter, is only, as I tried to show you in
9—2
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a former lecture, a corruption of mant, which is actually the
fem. of e 1B, D,

There are, of course, a great many cases in which the
Semitic languages, as well as others, do not mark the difference
of gender by any difference of termination, both in respect

of living and of inanimate objects. DN “mother,” ‘7[!") “ewe,”
'V “eye,” Y “city,” are not designated as fem. by any

external mark. But in the greater number of cases it was
found convenient, if not absolutely necessary, to indicate the
fem. gender by an external sign; and for this purpose the
letter ¢ was commonly employed as an affix.

In this simple form of affixed ¢ the fem. termination is rare

in Arabic, as (- “daughter,” g:,;} “sister” ; but common in
Ethiopic, especially in adjectives and participles, as OYP: 4%,
“old,” QYPt: Whdkt; CRC: frkiir, “beloved,” @PCr: frkére;
A% sdd2p, “just” RLPY: saddet; ONtPMOC: mastdmiy,
“asking mercy,” ®ntPMCY: mastamhbrs. We find it, however,
in substantives too, as }TAU; ndgis, “king,” Y VAVt: nighs,
“queen”; AYNT: andst, “woman”; ONY: waldtt, “daughter,”
for ON2F:: In Hebrew the simple # is found in some cases
where the masc, ends in a single consonant, as lfns‘ “bearing,”

Gen. xvi. 11, Judges xiii. §, 7; ns “to bear” for H‘l‘?. I Sam.
iv. 19; NNR “one,” for mnu but more commonly a short
supplementary vowel is inserted between the last two letters,

resulting in the vocalisation <+, or, if there be a guttural at the
end of the word, ==, and the like; thus, n‘bﬁ’ H‘T‘? nbnh

for ABNR, MWD for AWPD, NYTD for n;nib. nan for
PNy or Mn:. nbeu for n‘am or n‘::mn

Instead of the simple 4 however, we more usually find az,

with a connective short 4. This is by far the most common
&

X si -
form in Arabic, as § ,‘\ “man,” i\,.\ “woman”; os “grandfather,”
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59 g e S, 8, »

i3> “grandmother”; lac “great,” u._g.h;, J.:\; “killing,” &5,
In Ethiopic it is less ;'requent than ;, tho(xgh by no means
uncommon; e.g. £8%: “descent” A®T: “garlic” (DWW, ;;3,
kool), §o¥: “she-camel” (i.,i\:»), N&n‘t: bardkat “blessing”

Ll

(&0 M), AMAF: “sin” (Eakt), ORAT: “tent” (iLLs,
TA.SA’SQ). In Hebrew this termination is rare in the simple
form of nouns; as examples take J'\EW':' (a precious stone),
nP33, NPW, N33 MBI (places), NBk3, NGND (women);
also with fdmes, nt'{‘?j “the pelican,” n’;y;_ (a place), I'\'!B (Gen,
xlix. 22), RN “sin,” N)D for manayat, “portion”; also h‘lﬂt'{,
n'lbrj, for akawat, hamawat. But we find it everywhere in the
so-called construct state, and also before the pronominal suffixes,
= o, 'nom.

Now observe the history of these forms, from which you

will perceive the absurdity of saying that the fem. termination in -
Hebrew is f_, and that it becomes N_ in the construct state.

The reverse is the fact. The original form is the N_ of the con-
struct, and it becomes n_ The Ethiopic presents us with the

original form # or az. The Hebrew retained this termination in
the construct state, before pronominal suffixes, and in a few other

cases. But in the simple form of the noun the aspirated R
passed into aspirated 1, and finally, when this % was dropped,
nothing remained but the vowel, which was heightened in the

open syllable into 4, 1 .+ as n‘zalj_‘. So also in Arabic; the
. <3

original ¢ is retained in &, =&, and in the Kor'dn in a few
L]

other words, e.g. Siira xi. 76, UJT;» )} as also before suffixes,

ra x4 sl s

‘.’.}a,. .y» &has,. The next step was to the aspirated 4, which

T Cf. what has been said above, p. 134, of the pronoun Le, xo, Mo,
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form is used by the Arabic poets in rhyme, as, for example,

when il (for &aedl) is rhymed with d.b\ (for l..b\) and
[ 8§ s oG s ‘/ﬂ‘l bt/

with &,y (for aJyy); or aeludl (for Zohudl) with adld (for

TS

&olol). The last step is to drop the 4, as is done in the vulgar

P s e sL9

pronunciation, &Jial, &edudl, 4as-)I. The spelling with the
dotted ; is merely a compromise of the grammarians between

the old << and the vulgar 3=; if I write Z.':.:, I indicate at

once the old pronunciation .., N, and the more recent

&J:, n;g‘ If you ask for analogies in other languages for such
changes as this of azinto _, at4, then into [_, a4, and finally
into 4, N_, I can give you several. The final aspirated d of

the Spaniard, for example in the word ciudad, has a very faint
sound to an English ear, and the consonant has altogether
vanished in the corresponding Italian cizsd for civitad (i.e. civi-
tatem). So also in French, in the verb, & aima, from ille amdt
(for amavit), but interrogatively asma-2-i/f from amdt slle?
Indeed aspirated letters, in all positions, are apt to disappear
entirely or else to leave no trace behind them save the mere
aspiration. Compare the Talmudic m for gl and the

modern Syriac 1ol for N7 hav; or, to go a little farther

afield, consider the Armenian Aay» and the Irish azksr, both the
regular equivalents in these languages of the Latin gazer. In
kayr an aspirated p remains as 4, and an aspirated 7 has vanished
(as in pére); in athir an aspirated p has vanished, whilst an
aspirated ¢ remains only in writing, for the word is actually
pronounced akir,

Having thus, by the help of Arabic, Ethiopic and Hebrew,
established the fact that the principal fem. termination in these
languages is ¢ or af, let us trace this form in the remaining
Semitic tongues.

In Assyrian we find such forms as dim¢ “daughter,” kit
“one” (for skidt), and the like, with simple #; but the usual
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shape of this affix is a¢, weakened into ¥, e.g. Jasrat “ princess,”
malikat “ queen,” ndkat “ she-camel,” Janat “ year,” a¥ibat “inha-
biting” (n;?ﬁ’) , bilat or bilit “ mistress, lady,” ri¥‘at or risst
“wickedness,” srgit “ earth.”

In Phoenician the noun ends in [y, whether it be in the
simple or the construct state, as in the usual dedication of the
Carthaginian er wvofo tablets nms n:‘w“), “to the goddess
Tanith,” or in the words from the sarcophagus of king Eshmu-
nazar, NI (N2 MY N33 NIFRYLR BK), or again
! n‘;n: '-p&f 35k, We iind however traces of a younger form
in N 4, corresponding to the Hebrew N, very rarely in inscrip-
tions, more frequently in the words handed down to us by clas-
sical authors; e.g. xsrra), Heb. nj,?, “cassia” or “cinnamon” ;
nesso, Heb. ngJ, “flower” ; Dido, either for N"'l"_!_J’ according
to the explanation of the Etymol. Magnum miavijris, or for
N Kapyn8dv, Carthago, corruption of N/ M np. In the

Aramaic dialects the forms run exactly parallel to the Hebrew ;
c.g. in Syriac the construct state ends in azk; the ¢ is retained
in the emphatic form and before suffixes; but it disappears in
the simple form of the noun, and is represented in writing by an

aleph. Thus: ].'\'é‘, 4{\3, ]é'\;, clA'\\;

Here I may be allowed to remark that this original fem. in ¢
has been retained in another instance in several of the Semitic
languages, viz. as an adverb. Examples are: Hebrew, N37,

Ps. Ixv. 10, cxx. 6, cxxiii. 4; Aramaic, nlb “fasting,” Dan. vi.
19; Syriac, A:’)S, 4.6.‘; A.:..:.. “alive,” A.'.].'Q “well,” A.'.;:\ “naked,”
ézt:an&’o “ gratis, for nothing” ; A.'.;.u:' “last,” A..'.Sb,::': or A..]sb,.é
“first,” where §24 is merely, as Noeldeke has remarked, a \:reak-
ening of the older yatk; A"}:':'\Yé “carnally,” A..}L:..SS “ gpirit-
ually,” from L.:;.\Ya and L.J....oi A.yz'c;.:..l. “like a wild
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beast,” from ].:.:'L'a.:_:.., and hence, in Syriac and the Pales-
tinian dialect, as an adverbial termination, even where an adjec-
tive in w_, 15—, is not in use, as A..!:';.Z “well,” A..!...'..:.:
“gently,” A..];:;.'. “truly.” Such adverbs, being really feminine
adjectives in'the old form of the status absolutus, may be con-
strued with a preposition, as A..l.;o.:.z: “in Greek,” A..l..’!a&s
“in Syriac”; and still more freely in Mandaitic, N"NIT D3
“in haste,” NN “gently.” Sometimes the abstract termi-
nation JV) is used in the same way in both languagcs, as lails
“a second time, again,” ZaSA.\2 “a third time” ; in the dialect
of Palestine, Lol « rightly, we;l”; in Mandaitic M3 “grandly”;
and among the later Jews m&: , Ak,

I may next remark that this fem. in ]} has in some cases
received a curious increment in Mandaitic and the Talmudic
dialect. Here namely we find some feminine adjectives ending
in "1, Mand. Ny, instead of NF. The correct pronunciation of

this termination is held by Noeldeke to be most probably *R.

With the Hebrew *N37 in Lament. i 1, DY 'N3Y Y0, it can
have nothing to do; that form is to be classed with Dﬁ’ 'n:m
m'p ]Bi‘? ’ﬁDR etc,, which I shall try to explain when we

speak of the cases. Examples of this fem. in ‘N from the
Talmud and Targims are: "W AYP3YN “his little finger,”

"wIn NP “the new year,” il 1) RD‘?’D, PN, PON,

NIY, So in Mandaitic, NYNIND, NNWNDY “small,” RA™INT
“new,” N'NVIMVT “another,” NN “white,” NVITIND
“ heavy,” R‘I‘\P'M'I “ancient,” N'NVVBDNE “beautiful,” etc.

I would now call your attention to the parallel form in the
flexion of the verb, viz. the 3rd pers. sing. fem. of the perfect, in

Hebrew n‘?bl?' Here too the original termination was 4, as is

& sor

proved not only by the Arabic .\ #4atalas, the Ethiopic
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PN t: katdlat, and the Syriac ASA.B k2{ldtk, but also by the
following evidence derived from Hebrew itself. (1) The form

with final ¢ is actually found in Deut. xxxii. 36, 'I: n‘_a;& (for
nby§), Ezek. xlvi. 17, n;gh; possibly too Isaiah xxiii. 15,
% NN (for NNBYY); as also in the whole class of verbs

7Y so-called, e.g. ney for MR, NYTD for N7, n‘z}j for

D:BJ,‘J This is exactly the Arabic .. l>, by contraction for

> ; and the uncontracted H:S'é is actually found once in
Hebrew in the pausal ¥/b) n:é!a, Ps, lvii. 2, whereas the ordi-

nary pausal form is .‘IJ:\@Q The ordinary non-pausal form
ﬁm , ﬂl"_l‘gé, etc, is a secondary formation, in which the fem.
suffix is repeated in the form .‘IT, thus aiming at uniformity
with the ordinary n‘sz' (2) The form with final ¢ invariably

occurs in connexion with pronominal suffixes; e.g. ’.}[1:_[‘2’.;
%‘1}:\5@3, or with assimilation !h':l‘?’, n:giqg, :Jng'z; ﬁ[\i‘?’.’,
TRy, Jnaoe; bnow, ondd. Into this subject I shall

have to enter more fully in treating of the verb; here it must
suffice to have thus indicated the identity of the fem. termina-

tion in the singular noun and in the 3rd pers. sing. of the
perfect tense.

The feminine termination 1. is occasionally written in

Hebrew with & in place of /1, according to the usual practice in
Aramaic; e.g. NI Isaiah xix. 17, NP Ezek. xxvii. 31, NQW
Ps. cxxvii. 2, Rj@p Lament. iii. 12; and even in the verb, Naj'é
Ezek. xxxi. 5. We also find the vowel of this syllable weak-
ened, though very rarely, into +, as in the noun A7 for

77, Isaiah lix. 5, and in the verb n')s for ng‘é, Zechar. v. 4.

(3 -

Besides the feminine termination in < — or s —, the Arabic
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language possesses two others, viz. (s 4 and V.2 @, both,
as it would seem, originally of abstract signification. Examples

o b L P rd

of the former are )y “good news,” P “a fever,” 90

/‘~J P Lo d
“a claim,” \,,, “a vision”; of the latter, sl Jsu or slay “a
A G

desert,” s, ;¢ “glory, pride.” The one, viz. s~ 4, forms the

- L g

feminine of adjectives ending in )7, as \u.‘.. “sated, not
‘Aaf
hungry,” f. g“""“ ; and of the form J«il used as a superlative,
wAfer Ad s

eg J.q.o“ “the smallest " £ s all. The other, ﬂ ‘ , forms

the feminine of Ju\, when it is not a comparatnve or superla-
PPXS 3 ALl v, uf

tive, as_as| “red,” sl | oo} (G-l “foolish,” ;LM.,. These
terminations seem to find their representatives in Ethnoplc in
nouns endmg in 4, as (h3R: “building,” € AUh: “joy,” ®hN:

“oath,” OWQ: “wrong,” WM.: “temptation,” M or QAN: “toil,”
f+: “order, row”; and in & as WCP: “beam, mast,” ACE:
“army,” Q4: “moth,” QH: “time,” 0£R,: “appointed time.”
-The rules of gender are, however, very loosely observed in
Ethiopic, and most of the words just cited may also be construed
as masculine.

The Arabic termination ‘.,_'_ is represented in Syriac by the

form ai, as in u.@.\\, _.z'b;.;k ......'...;a‘f ......L..&‘, AN
wasls and a few more. In Hebrew this termination can hardly
be said to exist, unless we reckon as examples of it the proper name
’1& of which the later form is W and the numeral -nbyy
in the compounds '1'@9 now | etc, which may stand for an
original "My Of the other ending ,|: I can find at present

no certain trace in Aramaic and Hebrew, for Hebrew words in
y or 11—, mostly proper names, seem, without exception, to have

lost a final #, ﬁ—-. 124 and | ;W', for example, form the adjec-
tives ’5{7’5 and ’;{7'?‘. Since, however, in Arabic, we find
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A UG~ -

';,hu; derived from 3laidl, H’;‘ }:; from the name of the

tribe 7iq» S 4y from 31y, it may be that 1153 and 9,

as well as the Moabite m , represent an original Gaild'n,
Shaild'n, and Kar)id'u.

Finally, I may say a few words regarding a curious feminine
form in Ethiopic, which consists entirely in an internal change
of vowels, This is found in adjectives of the form £atf/, which
take in the feminine ard/; e.g. rhgh: “new,” chfh:; (DLA:
“learned, wise,” MN):; ON.L: “great,” 0N2:; L A (for rakib)
“wide, spacious,” 4dflz; PLh: (for kayik) “red,” dph:: Of

g -0

this formation Ewald has discovered a trace in Arabic in w\.‘».

s ”
“chaste,” applied to a woman, as compared with oS “inac-
: 8 »so ’
cessible, unapproachable”; and in )\ ;, “grave, staid,” also used

F J P
of a woman, whereas the masculine is Lise

1. Numbers and Cases.

In treating of the Numbers and Cases of nouns in the
Semitic languages I shall begin with the latter, for reasons
which will become apparent as we proceed.

Of what we are accustomed to call cases—those varieties
of termination which express the relations to one another of
a noun and verb or of two nouns—the Semitic languages
possess but three: the casus rectus, nominative or subject, and
two casus obliqus, the one indicating the accusative or direct
object, and also serving in a variety of ways as a casus adver-
bialis, the other corresponding most closely to the Indo-European
genitive.

In the singular number these three cases are distinguished in
ancient Arabic, in the grcat majority of nouns, by three termi-
nations, # for the subject or nominative, & for the object or
accusative, and # for the genitive, as we may appropriately
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designate the second oblique form. In certain classes of nouns,
however, the accusative has at an early period supplanted the
genitive, so that these have only two terminations, # for the
nominative, and 4 for the accusative and genitive. Examples
of the triptote declension :—

- Lo [P P
=N —N N
rd
@ - % e X4
e we e
LY LTS &As-

The usage of the Arabic restricts these simple terminations
to the definite and construct states of the noun. The noun
must be defined by the article,

® GLobs Crlr o A

or it must be followed by a genitive, which is also a species
of definition,

, - w o s w (3 Fa IR s Lo
Y] g SN -
g
by Lo Ll 4
&N &l Leey)

i »e 41
4

In no other Semitic language has this inflexion been retained
in such fullness and purity as in the ancient Arabic, the Arabic
of the prae-Mohammedan poets and of the Kor'an. In the
modern language, as spoken at the present day, the case-
terminations are either confounded with one another or entirely
lost. In the Sinaitic peninsula, for example, one hears ‘ammuk,

c).:.; , which is really the nominative, used for all three cases.
In Ethiopic we can distinguish only one of these cases by
an external mark; the accusative, with the termination & The
vowel-endings of the nominative and genitive have disappeared;
and the accusative 4 takes the place of the others in the
construct state, without any regard to the rcal case of the
governing noun. Eg, A¢PL: IAAT: “he loved a woman,”
TM: ATPRP: “the king of Ethiopia” In the case of
proper names, the accusative termination is Y: A4, to which
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form I shall call your attention more particularly hereafter; eg.
$PYY: “Cain,” LU-LY: “Judah.”

In Assyrian, so far as I can understand the statcments of
the grammarians, these terminations are, as a general rule,
appended to the noun when it is not in the construct state, but
apparently without any regard to the actual relation of case.
Thus, according to Schrader, the Assyrian writes ina /lisdn
mdt Ahkarri, “in the language of the country of Phoenicia,”
without any case-sign in Jisdn and mdt; Sar Babilu, “king of
Babel” ; malku bdnusun, “the king their builder”; 4556 libbiSun,
“dwelling in their midst”; ‘iribu ¥a Sandi or ‘trib Sansi, “the
setting of the sun”; Dariyavus Sarvi, “Darius the king.” Here,
therefore, the state of matters seems to be much the same as in
modern Arabic; the case-endings, when employed, are used
without any strict regard to their proper signification. -

In Hebrew traces of all three terminations may be found.
The accusative indeed is not uncommon, particularly in its
adverbial sense, indicating dircction or motion towards. E.g,

n;jg “to the ground,” n]':\’; “homewards,” “inwards,” mj:;.‘_y
“into the house,” n.yg:; “to the well,” n}‘:l _“uphill,” nﬁ,:l
“to the mountains,” ng;ﬁ “to Shechem,” .‘ll‘"\éﬁ‘? “into a
chamber,” m:@;.j “to the highplace,” ‘?'J W, 9_3? ﬂjgﬂ,
RO NN'3, AW MM}, As real objective accusatives I may cite
bnpy ¥ ) pb31 e Spin “he abased, ete” Isaiah viii. 23;

ﬂ?"}é 1'2)? 'IPQ D “who hath committed to his charge the
earth?” Job xxxiv. 13. Here you may remark that the vowel a
is expressed in writing by the letter 1. This does not, however,
justify us in speaking of a “[Y locale,” as if the {1 were anything
more than the mere indication of the final vowel.

The terminations of the nominative' and genitive are far
rarer, and seem indeed to be used now and then only as archa-
istic forms, just as our poets occasionally indulge in such ar-
chaisms as yode, whilom, yclept, ywis, and the like. We need
not therefore expect them to be employed with more regard to



142 THE NOUN, [cuar.

grammatical accuracy than in Assyrian or in modern Arabic.
The nominative termination is §, in such phrases as M

Gen. i. 24, ﬂﬂ"ﬁh’ﬂ“?b Ps.l 10, r‘kt‘ﬁn’ns Ps. Ixxix. 2, \BY¥ ‘DJ
“O son of SnppOr,” Num xxiii. 18, 393 533 DV‘?) DNJ Num.
xxiv. 3, 18, D’b"l)’”b‘? Ps. cxiv. 8. The purer form y I can
"discover only in a few compound nouns, e.g., ‘xma *mm{
'mmnn and H‘?W\b The genitive termination is '+, as in

P-m-~3‘7n ~m:'r‘7n Ps cx. 4, DY 'N3Y Lament.i. 1, raghd
bWb Isaiah i. 21, ‘thN ’)3 (acc.) Gen xlix. 11. It appears
also in many compound proper names, as Pﬁf’a%b '7&"1:5

Saean, Sy,

~ All these three forms, no doubt, existed likewise in the Phoe-
nician language, though the defective orthography of the monu-
ments does not enable us to recognise them. In the inscription
of Eshmfn‘azar, for example [C. /. S, No, 3, L. 11, 12], the words

bb‘? and ‘prs are no doubt to be pronounced neéS and
‘l‘?pﬁ‘) just as in Hebrew. In other cases the classical writers
come to our aid. Hannibal, for instance, is ‘)Q:I’Jn (genit.), but
Asdrubal is ‘79;%‘1}1_7 (nomin.).

In Syriac we look in vain for any trace of these case-end-
ings, save in two or three nouns regarding which I may be

allowed to say a few words. I mean the words af “ father,
- f
wf “brother,” and Qs “father-in-law”; in Arabic, 9&,

; in Hebrew, AN, HN Dﬂ Thesc have all lost their third

radrcal which was a w, and whrch reappears in Arabic in the
construct state thus :—

3
£

G. ‘#‘ for 9 \
23

A. \,!‘ for ,.' ‘
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Of these three forms the Ethiopic has preserved before prono-
minal suffixes the nom. Afl:, as Afkn: “thy father,” and the
accus. AM:, as AMn: “ thy father,” though Afkn: is also used for
the accusative. The Hebrew has chosen the genitive for all its
three cases, 'IN “father of —,” ?l’;g; whereas the Syriac has

preferred the nom., ,.az‘:]’, and similarly ,.o..:f and ,.afa.n

Let us now return once more to the Arabic, and examine its
three flexional forms, #, #, #. What may the origin of thesc be?
With regard to the accusative the answer seems to be tolerably
certain. It is a pronominal clement, of a demonstrative nature,
appended to the object noun to indicate the direction of the action
of the governing verb. It is in fact nothing but the demonstrative
4d, with which we are already acquainted in all the Semitic lan-
guages. In Ethiopic the full form Y: is employed, as I already
mentioned, to form the accusative of proper names. $P%Y: etc.
The gradual weakening of the /% gives us such adverbial forms as
ACA: af’d, or AQA: afa, “out, outside” (fords, foris), V14
“at all, ever”; but ordinarily the particle is shortened to the
utmost, and appears as final & The Hebrew 1+ preserves
somewhat of the original lengthening of the vowel, for a primi-
tive short 4 would certainly have disappeared i ?o.

The origin of the nominative # is more obscure ; but we may
possibly venture to see in it the pronominal element A#, as
designating the subject. Finally, the genitive #, *~, may
perhaps be connected with the termination of the so-called

g
relative adjectives in * — (Arabic (s, vulgarly (4-), the origin
of which is, however, not yet clear to me.

I said at the commencement of this discussion that the use
of the singular terminations #, #, 4 in Arabic was restricted
to the defined noun, whether the definition was by the article or
by a following genitive. I now remark that the undefined noun
is inflected with the same terminations p/us the sound of #, viz
fin, s, dn. E.g.

e @ g'ﬂ
Y
~€\ s
'§
IR X
®
e
AY

*
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[ L4

In the accus. form Uy the letter ‘a/if may perhaps serve to mark
the pausal pronunciation, dai#d, or it may be a mere indication
of the a-sound, to distinguish this case more clearly in writing
from the other two. This addition of thc n#-sound in Arabic is
technically called the Zanwf or “ nunation,” from the name of
the letter nfn.

If we look around us for a similar appearance in the other
Scemitic languages, we find its counterpart in the mémation of
the Assyrian, which is not, however, according to the gramma-
rians, restricted to the undefined noun, but also irregularly used
with that which is defined. The forms are usually written »v,
#v, av, but as v and m are not distinguished in writing, we are
justified by analogy in pronouncing them wm, im, am.

The same mfmation is found in the Himyaritic inscriptions
of South Arabia in the form D for all three cases, its use nearly
corresponding with that of the Arabic ndnation; e.g., DYDY

[ - (—"’ g -/9/ P
Lot DY 3, DN la; Bnab &, onbwy dxe;
S0, Cr SLs
D3P oaz, but DB Y uad Sus.
(4
In Hebrew the mfmation seems to me to present itself in
such words as DN or Daz‘»\t, oan, ol which I consider as

the accusatives of l@k, N and P"_) Dgﬁ’ is doubtful, as it

may be connected with m.:] rather than with py. In
Ethiopic we may perhaps find a trace of it in the word
INA®:, Heb, Sin, S

Now what is the origin of these terminations un, in, an, and
um, im, am? And are they identical, or different? These ques-
tions are hard to answer ; but I incline on the whole to consider
them as identical, and to derive them both from an appended,

indefinite ﬂl'), \;, That # and m readily interchange is known

to us; and it is quite conceivable that some of the Semitic lan-
guages may have substituted # for original m in certain gram-
matical forms, whilst others carried out the change through the

whole of them. That the word no, L: might have been used at
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an early period in the way suggested, can only be inferred from
the recurrence of the phenomenon at a later period. History is
apt to repeat itself, cspecially linguistic history. Now we find

this use of \; as an indefinite affix in Arabic in the so-called
*® Atep -~

u.\pﬂ o de b appended to an indefinite noun with a vague,

often intensifying, force; e.g., L. b\.sS l.du\ “give us some book

¢
¢ of P 3

(or other)”; L dAi “some (small) quantity”; L. )J w
“thou art come for some matter (of importance).” Stmllar is

the origin of the Aramaic word DY, DNTI'D, 30,80, D, a
contraction of fD }ID “scibile quid” For the rest, how

rcadily L. may bec shortened into md and m appears from such

Arabic forms as ‘,S “how much ?” ‘. g“ ‘: q». ‘..n A

shortened into ‘.; ‘J

We have thus far established the following scheme of inflex-
ion by cases in the Semitic languagcs for the singn/ar number.

Arabic Assyr., Himyar., Hebrew
N. u, un %, um
G. i, in i, im
Acc. a, an a, am

Let us next examine the formation of the plural.

To express the idea of plurality in the inflexion of the noun
the Scmitic languages had recourse to the simple expedient of
lengthening the vowel-ending of the singular. The lengthening
of the sound, the dwelling upon the utterance, sufficed to convey
the idca of indcfinitc number. Conscquently in Arabic the un-
defined plural of masculine nouns must originally have been—

N. #n, G. fn, Acc. dn.

But as the Arabs seem to have objected to terminate a long
syllable with a consonant (save in pause), a short final vowel
was addcd, giving the forms—
N. dna, G. fna, Acc. dna. )
W. L. 1o
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These forms were also employed in the plural when defined
by the article; but in the construct state, as we should naturally
expect, the final vowels of the singular were merely lengthened—

N.4, Gf Accd

In the actual language, however, as known to us from the
old poets and the Kor'an, the accusative 4, dna, has become
obsolete, so that we have in real use only two cases—

N. 4, drna; G. Acc. f, fna.

The vulgar dialects of the present day have gone yet one
step farther, and have discarded the nominative from ordinary
use, retaining only the form /. In Ethiopic, on the contrary,
the accusative dn has supplanted the other cases, and forms the
ordinary plural of adjectives and participles ; as thPD: “alive,”
“living,” hPPYh:: hh: “new,” hLak:: nll: “revealed,”
“manifest,” WY Forgetful however of the real origin of
this form, the language forms for itself an accusative and a con-
struct state by appending to it the vowel &, as in the singular; and
the real construct plural in 4 is found only in the numerals for

20, 30, etc., which are OAUZ: WAA: ALAO: S P4 cte. Inall
this the Assyrian runs curiously parallel to the Ethiopic.
According to Schrader, the plural in dn appears in the forms
dnu, dni, dna, with an appended vowel (obviously borrowed

from the singular); as galmdnu, “statues” (D‘??, f:‘;)’ hursdns,
“woods” (ﬂ‘,\h); $frdns, “walls” ("W); Sarrdni, “princes” ("W);

whilst the numerals, 20, 30, etc., are ‘ird, Silasd, irbd, hansd.

The Aramaic dialects make use, not of the accusative, but of
the other oblique form, the genitive, for their plural. Hence we
find the forms *__ in the Biblical Aramaic, . in Syriac, and
in Mandaitic both |*— and 8"~ (¥).

The same choice was made by the Hebrews and Phoenicians.
They discarded both the nom. #m and the accus. dm, retaining
only the gen. #m in ordinary use'. In later stages of the
language the » was dropped, a form of which there are two
or three doubtful examples in the Bible; but curiously enough

1 But the Moabites took the form [’ eg, {20D7. NP Waw. P,
W NoN, ete.
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this form in # is said to be not uncommon in Assyrian, as in //,
“gods”; malkf or malikf, “kings"; dmf, “days”; pagrf, “dead
bodies”; with suffixes AdarkfSu “its towers”; alri-funu, “their
places.” The full form in #m is rare and archaistic, as in the
proper names Alur-rii-ilfm, Sumirim and Akkadim. Haupt
finds traces of the form dm, representing the old accusative, in
the Assyrian Yamdmu, Samdms, “heaven,” mdmi, “water,” and
the adverbial akkdmis, “with one another, mutually (42 like
brothers).” It sccms probable, as he suggests, that the plural
dn is only a later form of this dm. And indced he goces so far as
to deny the existence of the termination ¢, which he pronounccs
é, and considers to be only a deflection of 4, from drn, dms.

You must not suppose that there is anything singular in this
apparently capricious choice of a single case-ending to take the
place of all its fellows, in the later stages of a language. Itis
preciscly what has happened elsewhere than on Semitic ground.
I need hardly remind you that Greek nouns appear in Syriac
mostly in the accusative, simply because that was the one form
with which the Syrians were familiar in the mouths of the

Greeks; eg. 11a%aS (Aapmdda), a5 (eeprida), Thaispsl

(dvdpidvra), 005\ (dpxds), etc. The Latin accusative too has
supplied the ordinary nominal forms of the different Romance
languages. In modern Persian the plural .\ 47 is regarded by
the best authorities as derived from an ancient genitive in am
(asim). '

Turning to the plural of feminine nouns, we find the same
principle in force, only applied in a different way. The weight
of utterance was thrown in this case not upon the case-endings,
but upon the feminine termination &, which accordingly became
A4¢, and took the case-endings as the singular.

Sing. N. afu, atun Plur. dtu, dtun
G. afi, atin ati, dtin
Ac. ata, atan dta, dtan.

In Arabic these forms are all in common use, except the
accusative plural, which has disappeared even in the oldest
stages of the language. The Ethiopic has 4¢, with its accusative
and construct dze. In Aramaic we find, as we should naturally

10—2
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expect, the termination H7, M, dth, 8th; in Hebrew, with the

usual vowel-change, Ny_, which sinks in the later Phoenician
into 44, as in Plautus's y2k alonsm valonuth. In Assyrian dtu,
4ti, 8ta, are common ; but there is also (if the grammarians may
be trusted) a termination #¢ corresponding perhaps to the
Hebrew and Phocnician 424, 4¢%; and a third form in # (or as
Haupt pronounces it &¢), restricted to such words as have
already weakened a# into s in the singular. E.g., ina sandti
danndti, “in long (/2. strong) years”; tabbandtu, “buildings,”
from tabbanu; ‘ibstti, “deeds,” from ‘¢b¥it (P3Y), according to
Haupt &pséti ; isriti (&3rets) “temples.”

Of the so-called broken plurals of the Arabic I cannot
speak at any length in this place. You will find these various
forms cnumerated in any Arabic Grammar, and many of them
occur likewise in Himyaritic and Ethiopic. In the northern
dialects examples are cither wanting or of rare occurrence.
Bottcher has endcavoured to point out several in Hebrew;
see his Ausfiikrliches Lehrbuck, vol. i. p. 458—9. In Syriac we

may perhaps refer to this class such words as Lsao from ]’A:;.o

$s¢” L) (R s 0 s
(Arabic &3, plur. (s3), and J3as from 8. (Arabic JL.,:.
5 w’
plur. f».). These so-called broken plurals are, however, in all
probability without exccption, singular abstract forms, which gra-

dually came to be used in a concrete and collective sense, and
e~

hence pass for plurals. We are told, for cxample, that .a isa

plural of fl;, “helper,” or J.).: of JJ\:, “just”; but in reality

P P

these are nothing but the infinitives of ,a) and  Jac, meaning
“help,” and “justice,” and may be applied alike to one or more,

¢, Sv. se., sk

man or woman; for we can say Jos Joy Joo :\J,'\, and

Sur StLo 8§ G

Joe (P Another plural of J.;\.o, viz. J\S, is an example of

the same sort, being really an mtenswe infinitive, to be com-

pared with the Syriac flaXas, li3as, JSowl, ctc.
In addition to the singular and plural, the Semitic languages
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employed from their earliest period a third form to designate a
pair or two of any objccts. The principle of formation of this
dnal would naturally resemble that of the plural; that is to say,
the vowel of the singular would be lengthened in some way,
so as to indicate the increase of number. But as the simple
lengthening was appropriated to the plural, in the case of the
dual recourse was had to the heightening of the singular termi-
nations by the insertion of a short & Hence result the forms—

N. &+ fin = aun
G &4 =ain
Ac. &4 dn=dn.

For the same reason as in the plural, the Arabs added here also
a final vowel; but on account of the greater weight of the dual
endings, or perhaps merely for the sake of variety, they selected
in this case the weaker vowel #; whence the forms

N. auni G. aing Ac. dni.

These forms were used, like the corresponding plurals, when the
noun was dcfined by the article; but in the construct state the
syllable #s is of course absent, and we have merely the vowel-
cndings

N. au G. a Ac. 4

Of these terminations the nominative must have fallen into
disuse at a very early period, and its place was usurped by the
accus. ; so that we actually meet in Arabic only the two forms

N. 4, dns
G. Ac. ai, ains.

In modern Arabic the first of these has now disappeared from
ordinary use, leaving only the form asn, én, for all the cases. InS.
Arabian or Himyaritic the termination is also , as 1938 ju5%

(acc.), ]ﬂ)ﬂ’)‘?\ “and their two houses (castles),” DD [PRD

“two hundred warriors” (nom.), {.‘l)‘?b? “these two statues”
(acc.). In Ethiopic scarccly a tracc of the dual can be detected.
In Assyrian Schrader gives as cxamples sdd, “two hands”;
usnd, “ two ears”; $ipa-ai (for ¥ipd-ya), “ my feet” ; birka-ai, “ my
knces” ; kata-ai, “my hands.” Here the final # scems to have
been cast off, according to the analogy of the plural in # for fm.
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The Aramaic form is |'—, with slight supplemental vowel, for
|'— ain, corresponding to the ordinary Arabic oblique form

& e e »

LT 2T .This was contracted- into ]-.—, as in w&g for
];D&g, “two hundred”; or into |'=, as in "R for J'n, “two.”
In Syriac it survives in only two or three words, in the form s,
viz. t’.jl, f. v.'Z;'L, c.:lls'o, and t.:isfo; further weakened into
in, in v‘f“‘:‘ A.o, “Mesopotamia,” 1831 v.gl& A pal
(1 Kings xviii. 32), Heb. 21 D'IND N33, and even cup] =
o, T"?]'= D'BX; just as in Latin the sole representatives of
the dual are the words ambo, duo, and octo. The Hebrew form
is p'—, for D'— aim, with m for #, as in the plural ; e.g., D'BYY,
D’Daﬂ, B":DZ , DIONRD, ngzsgt; and often in proper names, as
D'y, D8N, B3R, DN, B9 1, D37 N3, Rarer
forms are the contracted B, as D;’vn (Josh. xv. 34), ng}fs:ﬂp
(Ezek. xxv. g, kethtdk) ; and D'= in @y DWW, f. My DAY
- Further, |', contracted |+; e.g. [f[\.'-l, p:\'-l, and ]I:ﬁ? 005‘1‘-'
xxi. 32). On the Moabite stone both forms appear, D and li

e.g DVIEN @D L 15, but [aed, b3 n, I,

1R,
And here I may intercalate the remark that the words D'D

and D‘p;ﬂ are not duals, but plurals, from obsolcte singulars D
and 'Qg‘/ The original forms must have been mayfm and sha-
mayém, which were contracted into maym and skamaym, just as
in Arabic Jﬁu;, u,\j, o) ;., and o ’;, gradually pass into

Lo Gr v (g

5 gy o and . But since forms like maym and

shamaym were intolerable to the ear of the later Hcbrews, a
short vowel was inserted to lighten the pronunciation, resulting
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in the forms D'D and ngg@*’, the latter of which was prbnounced
in Phoenician skamém, as in Plautus's gusne balsamem, i.e., *IN)
oo by,

I shall conclude this survey of the declension of the noun
with a few remarks on some forms which we have not as yet
noticed.

(1) The construct state of the dual and plural in Hebrew
and Aramaic, viz, '_, o

In Arabic the forms of the dual in actual use are, as we
have seen,

Simple, N. dni, Construct, 4
G. Ac. ains as

and of the plural,

Simple, N. dna Construct, ¢
G. Ac. fna {

In Assyrian in like manner the construct dual ended in 4,
as birka-ai (for birkd-ya), “my knees”; the plural in ¢ [or ¢],
as farri-Sunu, “their kings.” Consequently we should expect
the Hebrew and Aramaic dual to have the construct form asi, ¢,

but the plural in both languages #; oy, \O:;hi'l., from DY7?,
<3L; but from D’;‘zzb, c.-.?kﬁs, we should look for Dj’j%@,
\051...';435'0, which however do not exist. The actually existing
forms are D,j’f;‘:)p, ©OL580; and these can, I think, be

cxplained only on the supposition that the dual forms have
supplanted those of the plural number. I find additional evi-

dence for this notion in the forms '_:E;p, s, “my kings,”
for malakas-ya, corresponding with *7°, “my hands,” for yadai-ya;
and 1’?’?2?, ’p"ﬁbsg , <0aSw, “his kings,” corresponding
with 1"3:, -..:610',..1, standing for malakai-hf), yadai-lkd, and

malakan-If, yadan-kf, in which latter I descry a vestige of the
long obsolcte nominative dual in aun, construct an.
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(2) The form o & used as the simple plural of feminine
nouns in Aramaic; eg, éaAn, é..,!:o, as contrasted with

the construct ANGAS, A.i..,&o, which correspond with the

Arabic plural in d¢ and the Hebrew in &4. This form in dn,
“On, which also plays an important réle in the verbal inflection,
I regard as a variation of the masculine ##, under the influence
of the ordinary fem. 42 The language felt the want of an
additional feminine termination in the plural, and framed it
from existing material after the analogy of an established form.

(3) The so-called status esmphaticus of the Aramaic; N2
“the man,” R:j:é, R};\J"'ID “the city,” Rj:\?‘lb The essence
of this form is the postposition of a demonstrative particle.
The Swedes and Danes say mand-en, “the man,” Aus-et, “the
house,” where en and eZ are corruptions of sun or Aiun and §2t or

kitz. And just so the Aramean added to his noun in its
simplest form the demonstrative A4, gradually weakened into 4.

N7+ 723 became N723; K7+ n™b, K™D, Other forms
underwent greater alteration. N7+ N)"ID was contracted into

x!:t)"tb (instead of le\)"lb) N33, on the other hand, is
another example of the transference of a dual form to the
plural, since it arises by assimilation from N7+ ’j:.\! In Syriac
and Mandaitic the termination N:T is shortened into L=, N*— (¢),
though the full form is retained in some cases; for example, in
Syriac, in the plural of many words derived from radicals ¥’ "7,
and in a few other instances, such as ]..:.é.k\', “thousands.”
This contraction naturally commenced with a weakening of the
final syllable into ¢ as in 1o for N7, K7 as interjection for
N7, and the like. '

Having thus treated briefly of the personal pronouns and of
the noun, I must next speak of the pronouns as they appear
when appended to nouns substantive in the form of genitive
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suffixes. In doing so I shall confine myself chiefly to Arabic,
Hcbrew and Aramaic, as represented by Biblical Aramaic, the
Targiims and the old Syriac.

In classical Arabic these suffixes are appended to the different

cases of the noun in the construct form, i. e. without the tanwin
or niination. E.g.

2. g:_).;u( f. cJ:\SS » “thy book” (nom.)

Q:J:y\.i‘ f. cJ;\SS, “thy book” (acc.)

rd rd

g:JgU{ f. &S, “of thy book” (gen.)

o &S P

3 :us f. \;\3{, “his, her book” (nom.)
;._:\K f. \:vUS, “ his, her book” (acc.)

&S £ (LS, “of his, her book” (gen.)

vr 7 o, -

and so on. Only the suffix of the 1st pers. sing. absorbs the
vowels of the case-endings, so that “ my book,” “ of my book,” is

‘;3\.\5 or q;hi in all the three cases.

The forms of the spoken Arabic of the present day are such
as we should naturally expect, when we take into account the
loss of the case-terminations and other final vowels. “ My book”

L

4 P § 33
is t,st“E' “my father” ‘-ﬁl‘ or sgl; “thy father” is g:J,g\, fem.

-f -f .
gl or é,;\. But the final vowel of the fem. pronoun also

disappecars in most cases, and the difference of gender is marked
by a transposition, as it were, of the final vowels ; instead of

g;);\i‘ and u):\if we have ch;U{ kitabak and cj.:u{ kitabik. /
The 3rd pers. sing. masc. is properly &itab-/m, ;._;\.if, but this is

“o
almost always written and pronounced &GS kitabuk or kitdbok,
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o x4
or else yUS &itabs. The fem. is \US itab-Aa, more commonly

£
with shortening of the vowel, £itab-A3. From (| the corre-
vof -£
sponding forms would be :);\ abak and \»y\ abi-kd. The

L

plurals are L»\.\f, fQL\S and NL;S, the fem. forms UQL\S and

| 1719

W\K being very rarely used. The long vowel is either shortened
in pronunciation, #itab-nd, kitab-hum, or a slight vowel (skéva)
is interposed, Aé#tabiikum. Should the noun end in two conso-

nants, as oas ‘abd, this skfvd is necessarily inserted, ‘abddha or
‘abdthd, ‘abdiikum, ‘abdithum, ‘abding.

Let us now take a Hebrew and Aramaic noun with its
suffixes, and examine them by the light we receive from the

Arabic, ancient and modern. For example, """b corresponding

to the Arabic g,\l.. g_n.c and the Aramaic ,.&o

1s¢ pers. sing. in old Arabic \;_(.\,., or 9_(.\,‘ vulg ;S.L‘
Hebrew ’ZL)t_), Chald. also ’Dsp, Syr. w5\, dropping the

final vowel.
2nd pers. sing. masc. Arabic g}.ﬂ.o vulg. :J.EL: The

Hebrew form is '-‘.'J‘)p, in . pause ﬂ?sg, with a trace of the
original case-endings in the moveable s4*vd and the s&v/. The
Aramaic forms are, Chald. -,"3'?g, Syr. ,.555'0. with long 4, g,

whereas we should have expected a short. Probably mal-kakk
stands for malkd-dkk, and that for malka-ka, the old accusative
with suffix.

2nd pers. sing. fem. Arabic u&u vulg. gJ&Lc In Hebrew

L

the usual form is =, e.g. q;t)p’ which may be either merely
tone-lengthening of malk-k, or may spring from the coalition of
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the two vowels in malkd-ék. In Aramaic two forms are found,
'3, and §_. The Syrian writes _.a:a&o but does not pro-

nounce the final Zz The # in these forms is apparently tone-
lengthening of the old genitive termination, malsksi-£s, which
must have rcceived the accent, like the corresponding Ethiopic

forms négnsé-ki, acc. nignsd-ki. Hebrew parallels are ’;,3?.3'
Jerem. xi. 15; ‘JSW Ps. ciii. 3.

3rd pers. sing. masc. Ar. Aﬂ,., gen. on vulg. &4 }0-4

s

The Hebrew forms very nearly resemble those of the vulgar
Arabic, viz. 139D, generally ﬁzﬁp, These seem to find their
origin in the old accus. malka-lm; with elision of the &, malka-u.
Quite different is the Aramaic 3=, as in mM, which I trace
to the ancient genitive malks-/u or malki-hs. Parallel forms to
this in Hebrew are %ﬂg’t_:t_), Gen. i. 21; Y1, Job xxv. 3.
Instead of M= we occasic;nally find in Aramaic N+, the 4
having apparently become silent; and this form appears in the
Phoen. suffix ¥, more commonly written *, as in K‘?P and )3,
Hebrew forms like = (abhiu), B (piu), also spring from the
old genitive, with elision of the 4, for Y128, ¥1'B, which like-
wise occur.

I//

3rd pers. sing. fem. Ar. \4{.\4, vulg. \4(1.. In Hebrew we
have 77 as in JIN, but more commonly n, agreemg with the
Aramaic M+ (=), 01-, as in v‘l?’?@, om&.‘:o, which we may
derive from malkd-dak, for malkd-ha. '

15t pers. plur. Ar. l:'&l.:, vulg. (4. In Hebrew !J-pr,

from the old genitive malki-ni. The rare forms with )+, such
as QJQ’P “our adversary,” Job xxii. 20, !J);-\Q‘_lb, Ruth iii. 2,
may perhaps represent the old accus. malka-nt. They stand
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therefore nearer to the Aramaic N+, \—'. as R;I?‘?Z_) a9,

.:S:s'o. The Jewish Aramaic form has a tone-long vowel in
the penult owing to the accent, (as in the Ethiopic négiisd-na).
The Syriac has lost the final vowel of the pronoun, under the

influence of the same accentuation (compare t_..ﬁ:'; for Hals,

2nd pers. plur. masc. Ar. ‘.(.(.\,. vulg. (KL‘ Hebr. DJJSD,
probably from the old accus. malka-kum ; Aramaic snmllarly
@Enkso with a purer form of the suffix.

2nd pers. plur. fem. Ar. um,, vulg. u(ﬂ.. Hebr. ]DB‘?D
Aram. ‘_55::.5&') probably from the old accus. malka-kunna.

aoo ” l--o, 4

3rd pers. plur. masc. Ar. ‘.‘Q.. f‘ﬂ" {‘ﬂ,., ‘*(.\,. vulg

[

‘.((.\,.. In Hebrew the simplest form of the suffix is 4w for
Im;n, as in D', DI'IN, really old genitives. Most of the
forms in use, however, are to be. explained from an old accus,
such as I descry in the rare form D.‘_'l‘-é?, 2 Sam. xxiii. 6, in

pause for &ulla-hém ; whence, by elision of the %4 and contraction,
arises the common DQ)J A still fuller form is represented by

the suffixes i+, I, as in b)‘?ﬂ 55?? \D"\B i, con-

tracted from AXba-hdmis, etc. D?L_)p stands thereforc for original
malka-humi. The Aramaic forms need no further explanation,

SNA\D, etc.
® .o: - @ - ® L »
3rd pers. plur. fem. Ar. K, u&\‘, vulg. U‘ﬂ" Here

again the oldest Hebrew form is the rare n;.j%; as in ﬂ;ﬂ"?.?‘?,
1 Kings vii. 37, "'9"-'5'”"3» Ezek. xvi. §3, for kulla-h¥una and
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tokka-hénna, Contracted from this are the forms in .‘lg:,- and
M, as MATo, MRS, B3, MAb, M3, Stll shorter
is the common m, as in ],:‘l'l;‘), w:l‘)lj, and [:—, as in [;I‘)

The successive Hebrew forms appear then to have been malka-
hénna, malka-hén, contracted malkd/ena, malkdna, malkdn. The

Aramaic form \_.aq.::&'o calls for no further remark.

In the dual number the Arabic appends the suffixes to the
construct forms in 4 and ai; in the plural, to those in # and 7;
as

s sl o sl
Dual nom.  slsae “my two servants,” laue, etc.
® Lo s Lo e
gen.  sous, ch..;:\.;, etc.

Plur. nom. sy4 “his sons,” &y, etc.
Ld L4 L4
gen. &, Gaw, et
s e L
r'd v,

' rd
But “my sons” is cxpressed by \’.u for both nom. ¢4 and

e rd

gen. \FN In Hcbrew and Aramaic this difference between

the dual and plur. has disappeared ; because, as it seems to me,
the dual terminations in the suffixes have wholly supplanted the
plural. The Assyrian said §¢ga-af “my two feet” [Del. $epdal,
birka-ai *“ my knces,” fata-ai, “ my hands,” for Sspd-ya, birkd-ya,

o st o s

katd-ya, just as the Arab said ;;i;.), (‘,U.;{J, o' but the

Assyrian had also the plural forms farsi-Sunu [Sarvé-Sunu], “ their
kings,” asri-Sunw [aSré-3unu], “their places.” The Hebrew on
the other hand uscd only one form for both numbers. DYJ' for

yadaim (Arab. u":";.;.' vulg. :’;.;.;:) would naturally give in the
construct form yadas (Ar. ,:;;;), which became *7*; but D"Xﬁjp

e

for fatilim (Ar, u_.djé, vulg. ;,\36) should cqually yicld "m?P
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= Ar. \.’bli. As a matter of fact, however, it is not so. The

forms in use are "ZD_‘.IP, ’g‘?p, which I maintain to be strictly

speaking duals, standing for #d¢slai and malakas. Herewith all
the forms of the Hebrew and Aramaic become intelligible.

e s e 7 -

15t pers. sing. Arab. (09, H"'L' Heb. ¥, ';172.) stand

rd

for yadas-ya and malakai-ya ; but the language has dropped the
final vowel, and with it the doubling of the final . Similarly

° . . 1 4
in Aramaic, ’35_@, AV
* ra"rLd - “ &

2nd pers. sing. Arab. Gy, Juafl.. Hcb. 3"!: and

'

"r'_!: for yadai-ka and yadai-ki, shortened yadai-%, j’;&)b for

malakai-ka. The fuller form of the fem. also occurs, e.g. '5'."13
-’ ° con .’. - .

and ’;”ﬂ'w? in Ps. ciii., for '.1_!_1 and ""By) This leads us to

the Syriac forms ,..::&s'c; and 2.5%%, with silent yid.
In Biblical Aramaic the diphthong has been weakened into 4,

just as in Hebrew '\ became R, or in Aramaic itself 'DRD
became w&? Hence the masc. ‘I’D‘?D, for malkai-ka, is
according to the #r2 to be pronounced '-I?s?. whereas the
fem. is usually pointed ?‘53‘7@ [in the Targun;s], though ';';‘7?
is also found. :

37d pers. sing. masc. Arab. a:.;; ) &,_:.f.l: (for ;). In Hcbrew
the fullest form is %,'1‘:!:, ¥y, 1.'1'1_)35, for yadai-hu, ct(;., with

weakening of af to & The more common form, however, is
1"'1:, 1’?('7@, with elision of the %4 and weakening of ai to 4.
We also énd a form without yud, as 1‘3;3; and the question
arises whether this is identical with 1737, or not. If identical,
* thén 1‘3;'! is only incorrectly writtcn,'according to car, for
a1, But it may also be that 1‘3:'!'-! stands for the old nomi-
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native dual "‘1}‘12‘1 dabarau-hu, by elision of the A, dabarau-u,
and then dabaran, ﬁ.’:‘! ; just as the 1st pers. dabarai-ya became
dabarai, "\:l"l Such at any rate must be the origin of the

Aramaic forms ¢ :"ﬁb‘?b ...moak&o the latter with silent «.01,

for malkan-hu. The form ’bsb with elision of the /1, also
occurs; and this appears to be the Phoenician form in such
phrases as *H;‘r%; yor 3, D‘_? "J?i? ?g_g ‘7,'1;7:, though we may
perhaps also read ’j?'t and ’m, in closer accordance with

_the Hebrew forms.

Ll ld

3rd sing. fem. Arab. \gsy, \@€1s; Heb. 1, mabb, for
yadai-hd, malakai-hd. The corresponding Aramaic forms are,

OB (rarely 135D), Biblical, M3bD, #re AZSD; Syriac
615X, both standing for malkai-Aa.

PaRtd P g

152 pers. pluy. Arab. Ly, U.\(.Lo Heb. W'Y, 33’3"723
for yadai-n, malakai-nt. Aramaic, RJ’D‘?D (&2, RJ)‘?D),

va.ﬂ&b for malkai-nd.
Lubrr

2nd pers. plur. masc. Arab., ‘.(;.», f""ﬂ" Heb. D'T',
;’;‘?Q, for yadai-kum, malakas-kum. Aramaic @:...aS&o,

L P

py;‘;@,—nc corresponding fem. forms arc: Arab, u(.!.;‘,.,
Heb. |2*1', Aram. (.u:.:..:':&:;) The fuller form 11J) is found
in Hebrew in Ezekiel xiii. 20, n;;mﬁﬁp_z (“pillows™).

& Lo “ Ly

3rd pers. plur. masc. Arab. pES) ”_._\(.L, shortened from

e, P
@ b s @w LF I

pess peiéde. In Hebrew the oldest form was of course yadai-

] e
kumti, malakas-humi. Hcence, on the one hand, the ordinary
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| o, D.'l’:‘?b and, on the other, the more poetic D',
'lb’l_'_l;l]. Archaistic is the form in Ezckiel xl. 16, nmn'lm

from t?’t_{ as an architectural term. The Aramaic forms arc

% REAR VS ﬁn’g‘?p,-—'l'he corresponding fem. is in Arab.
% Lo - S Po gee P

s Heb 1771, 1bD; Aram ouiSG, pwsbp,
Ezekiel indulges in the archaistic form ,'l?.:‘l’n‘]a, ch. i 11.

As to the forms of feminine nouns with pronominal suffixes,
I would merely call your attention at this time to one point in
which Hebrew differs most markedly from Arabic and Syriac.
The Arab adds the simple suffixes to the plural substantive, for

s e S W G Les$

example, “’J\AD-; LJuL\». uh». ﬁ"\"" So also the Syrian:
..m..,so, ,.h.-tso, 012.1..;50, ©il 0. But the Hebrew

almost invariably employs what is really an incorrect form.
e > -

He does not say m‘j:l, ‘-'l‘\?Pr\l, ﬁnﬁm, ctc., but he adds to

the plural ni,-ar:n the dual termination ¢ borrowed from the

masc., before appending the suffixes, and thus obtains the

forms 'l_'ﬁ'u:l, ﬂ’l:\ﬁpl:l, W"n'lm. Almost the only exception is in

the forms of the 3rd pers. plur., where we find DD&PI:I as well as

BRI,



CHAPTER VIIL
THE VERB.

I NEXT proceed to treat of the Verd, in doing which I must
direct your attention first, for reasons which will gradually be-
come apparent, to certain nominal forms, partly adjectives and
partly substantives.

Among the commonest nommal forms in the Semitic lan-
guages are those which I may represent by the types Zatal,
katil and katul, especially as concrete substantives and as adjec-

tives, It is in the latter function that we notice them here.
8§ oe
Examples of the form fatal in Arabic are = following,” “a

Ss -,

P
follower,” Jky “brave,” o> “handsome”; in Hebrew, DDH
“wise,” "W “upright,” Wﬁ “wicked.” The form katil may be

cxemplificd in the one language by )m “proud,” .U..;d “dirty,”

’,. " quiCk"; in the other’ by "':3 “ heavy,” 'P‘ “ Old,” m

“unclean.” As instances of the form kazu/ I will cite in Arabnc

8§ e, 80/

i “clever,” hi.; “awake,” 3o “timid”; in Hebrew, 'IJ: “afraid,”
bR “small,” a:lé “high.”

In seeking to modify these simple forms, so as to make
them express greater extension or greater energy, the Semites
adopted one of two methods; they either lengthened a vowel, or
they doubled a consonant. The former process might affect either
the first or sccond vowel; the latter affected chiefly the middle
consonant.

W. L. i1
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The heightening of the first vowel of £afa/ would yield the

form gdtal, which is of comparatively rare occurrence, as in
8 oo Fr -

=\b and rs\;, “a stamp,” “a seal,” Heb. DJ'W'I, and in the
participles of Hebrew verbs ﬂ"‘?, as N for N (ie. Adzai).
The vowel of the second syllable has generally been weakened

into ¢, thus rendering it indistinguishable from the heightening
of katil, viz. kdtsl. Hence, in the words just cited, the forms

8 -

§
b, r‘il;, as well as the great bulk of the participles of the

form 3;(‘,', Heb. ‘7@5") Here the lengthening of the first vowel

seems to express the continuity or duration of the action.
The heightening of the 2nd vowel yields us the common
intensives of the form Zatdl, kattl and katdl. (1) Katdl, as in

& o o 8 - 8 so

Arabic gl=ub “ brave,” s “cowardly,” ‘.L‘S “blunt”; Heb.
‘7‘H§'“ gl’eﬂt,” P‘w’g “an oppressor,” Wlhk ] hOly." (2) .K attl,

X & - 8 - & -
as in Arabic (== “merciful,” ¢ A “moble,” & “heavy”;
. .

. . s £ .
é " wounded,” J.5 “slain,” ’.,..,\ “bound, a prisoner”; Heb.
N'2) “a prophet,” DR “gracious, pious”; DX “bound, a
s .f
prisoner,” /D “anointed.” (3) Karl, as in Arabic JS|

& we & » -

“gluttonous,” S “lying,” ,yus- “daring”; Heb. D¥¥Y “strong,”
rj‘n “sharp,” Ehﬂ; “brazen,” and the ordinary participle pas-

siv.e' ‘ﬂbe .

The Aramaic furnishes us with an example of the heighten-
ing of dotk vowels in the form 448/, as K3, Toid; w),

Bap.

The doubling of the 2nd consonant appears in Hebrew in the
common form kattal, intensive of gatal; e.g. 322 “ thief,” N2
«cook,” “exccutioner,” ﬁ:ﬂ:l “cutter,” N3D “jealous,” and with
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weakening of the first. vowel in the shut syllable 3N “hus-

bandman.” Also in the form Zattsl/, intensive of katsl, with
weakening of the 1st vowel to ¢ in the shut syllable and tone-
lengthening of the 2nd into &, £it¢#/, as |33 “humpbacked,” WY

“blind,” UPB “ openeyed, secing,” W"J{'j “deaf”
The intensives of the first grade, ,katdl, katfl, and kathl, are

all capable of being heightened in the same way, thus yielding
the forms kattdl, katttl, and kattdl. (1) Kattdl is very common

8§06, » 6., S5O,

in Arabic and Aramaic, e.g. Uk, ,l=u, olw, Laal, ‘;"W;’ ]" .
In Hebrew we find Nﬂ"g “jealous,” with 4 for 4, but more

usually the vowel of the 1st syllable is weakened into s, e.g.
LR

‘ﬁ:i Tl-é-“ s, W":W “ drunken,” 'ﬂb’ “one who repre-

hends” or “finds fault” (]ob xl. 2 or xxxix. 32). (2) Kautlis
very common In Hebrew and Aramaic, e.g. "'ap “ 9trong," pm_:

“just,” T"m “exulting,” “ rejoicing,” r'ﬁn “oppressor,” “ tyrant,”
‘W’B.S “bound”; SQa ) wise,” .n...;l “ just,” A.od.u “exact.”

8 -
In Arabic the first vowel is weakened into 4, e.g. ﬁ(.. “drunken,”

g w

s -
(20w “very truthful” (2, o “very fond of meddling” (3)
Kattil, as Heb. DYTY “merciful,” 130 “ gracious,” 533@‘ “de-
prived, bereft of young,” !’}‘9&_{ “ tame, domesticated, intimate”;

s % 8 3. s 4.
-

Arab. 3, “very timid,” (323 “abiding, .everlasting,” (w3

“most holy.” In Arabic the vowel of the 1st syllable is some-
8 $o s % 8 %o

times assimilated to that of the 2nd, as (w33, T OF £yt
“all purc” or “all glorious.”

Another important class of nouns in the Semitic languages
is the so-called Segvlates, of which thc normal form is katl, kitl,

kutl, still retained in Arabic, e.g. Uo \ “earth,” J_:su-. “ calf,”

F X3

[ 27
u‘; “car.” They are also used as adjectives, e.g. o “diffi-
' 1—2
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&
L

8o . I~ )
cult,” ds “sweet”; Jib “small, young,” J,, “large, coarse”;

&
L SU »

‘ -

o “hard” Jo “sweet” .o “bitter” The corresponding
Aramaic forms are Ftal, Ktil, Btul, with transposition of the
vowels, which however resume their normal place in the emphatic

state, e.g. ..5.\\ ]'pd.'\(,} —aln u.:.:;, ,.o;a 1:550.5 The ordi-
nary Hebrew forms are identical with the Arabic, for the 2nd

vowel in Hebrew is merely supplementary, and disappears before
a suffix; e.g. TR for rm with suffix ‘lm "pD for 'ibD,

with suffix ?PBD pk for ]m or Im with suffix 'Jm But

the Aramaic forms are also found in our Hebrew text, though
more sparingly, in the construct state; c.g. n'px'a 33 Ps. xviii.
26; YA Num. xi. 7; YWY Y03 Isa. v. 7; (DD D
Prow. iii. 14; and the like.

I have dwelt for a little while on these classes of nouns,
because I believe that they really lie at the root of the inflection
of the verb in the Semitic languages. In one of the most recent
Hebrew Grammars, that of Prof. Bernh. Stade (1879), you will
find plainly stated, what I have long believed, that the verbal
forms of the Semites are really nominal forms, mostly in com-
bination with pronouns. Each person of the verb is, so to say,
a sentence, consisting of a noun and a pronoun, which has gra-
dually been contracted or shrivelled up into a single word. The
same view was enunciated some years before by Philippi, in an
article on the Semitic verb in the volume entitled Morgenlin-
dische Forschungen, 1875, and by Sayce in the JRAS. 1877 and
in his lectures on Assyrian Grammar.

With this idea in our minds, let us submit the different forms
of the Semitic verb to a careful analysis, selecting for the pur-
pose the first or simplest form, and commencing, according to
ancient custom, with the perfect state®

1 [The absolute state and construct of nouns of this class usually appear with =
instead of .2_ except before gutturals or isA.]
8 [Cf. Noldeke's -article * Dic Endungen des Perfects” in ZOMG. vol. xxaviii

(1884), p- 407 5qq.1
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I The Perfect.

In Arabic, the 3rd pers. sing. masc. exhibits three forms,
kdtala, kdtila, kdtula, precisely corresponding to the three nomi-
nal or adjectival forms mentioned above. The form kdtala is,
gencerally speaking, transitive; whilst &d#i/a and kdtula are in-
transitive, the latter being the stronger form of the two. Here
then we are face to face with the oldest and simplest form of
this state and person ; and here we at once encounter one of our
greatest difficulties, the explanation of the final vowel 2. On
the whole I am inclined, after careful consideration, to acquiesce
for the present in Stade’s view, that we have here a simple noun,
without any pronominal affix, and that the final a is really the
oldest termination of the Semitic noun. If so, £4fala would be
an ancient adjective signifying “killing,” or, as a verbal form,

“he killed”; :U;. would signify “ sorrowing” or “ he sorrowed” ;

4
a0

J&, “being heavy” or “it was heavy.” It is possible however

that katala may already be a contraction for fafal-ya, with the
pronominal element ya postfixed, like Z2, na, etc. That the final
vowel existed anterior to the separation of the Semitic stock, is
apparent from the following considerations. (1) The Ethiopic
has also the forms katdla and kétla. (2) The Hebrew and
Aramaic, which (llke the vulgar Arabic) drop the final vowel
under ordinary circumstances, retain it when a pronominal suffix

follows; e.g. Heb. Siop, but oD #rald.nt = Arab. katala-ni;
Aram. MO #tal, but with suffix 1 \Ao katld-n for katld-ni,
katala-ni.

The Arabic has, as we have seen, three forms of the perfect
state, distinguished by the vowels g, #, #. The same distinctions
are maintained, to a greater or less extent, in the modern
dialects, e.g. in Egypt, £atab, “he wrote,’ J‘, Jedil, “it was

over and above,” ).\{ kitir, kutur, “it was much,” g_,!... sihit,

sukut, “he was sxlcnt. The cxistence of the samz forms in the
other Semitic languages can easily be proved. In Ethiopic the
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transitive form is identical with the Arabic, $tN: katdla =

s s

Jai. In the intransitive forms the vowels s and » were both
weakened to & and finally dropped, whence resulted such words
as PNz yabsa, “to be dry,” R2P: “to be just,” LZ@P: “to be
satisfied with drink,” $CN; “to be near,” exactly corresponding

P I A

to rare Arabic forms like r\s for rl.: qu for \’.pj, e for

LA I d s b /0/

s 2 for 5. If the 2nd radical was a guttural, an

assimilation of the ’ﬁrst vowel to the 2nd took place, giving us
the series mm kta, kétla, e.g. MML: “to pity,” iz “to

o w o

be hot,” = f’ ) u“‘" Similar forms also exist in classical
Arabic, e.g. éé:' for .xg:., g.—«bd for Hm “to be dazzled with

the sight of gold,” ru or ‘.g,, u*-” or U"“ In Hebrew we

find in like manner all three vowels, although the forms in ¢ and
% are disappearing, as in vulgar Arabic. For example, with s,
[E! “to be old,” ﬂj'b “to be pure,” 1_.'_!? “to be heavy,” Nj:

“to fear”; with «, ‘73: “to be able,” 5@ “to be bereft,” '15:
“to be afraid” On the other hand, Pb¥, but Wé?, as in
vulgar Arabic ;.;: for the classical ’t.o; (B¥); "33, but
133 P23, but AP3T and PIT; NI, but WNY; S, but
’Jg'li' and many more. In Aramaic, verbs with # are .nearly

as rare as in Hebrew; eg. 'pb‘w “he slept”; J’I'ﬂ “it was
dried up, waste, desolate”; ‘7‘!33’1 “he was bereft.” In Syriac

only one such seems to be certain, viz. go.a.o “to be shrivelled,”
as in Job vii. §, ....mSol.lé ;a..z'm a2 ; Ps. cxviii. 120,
....;.n'u: zo.é.o Another may perhaps be found in 00|,
1 4
Nahum ii. 10, if that stand for ...506'.5]', in the phrase wdlo
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B,0; 1as 4l .50a9] @oW\D.  Verbs of the form 4afila
are, on the contrary, very common in Aramaic; as PSD, .::Sm;

ap o0; an, -Qé-:; rfb). Regarding Assyrian I find it
difficult to say anything, owing to the conflict among the
grammarians as to the real nature of certain forms. Schrader

quotes a word mfts, ““ he is dead,” which would correspond to the
Heb. NY, Syr. Auto, except in its rather perplexing final vowel'.

I proceed to the 3rd pers. sing. fem. .

If we have rightly regarded fatala, etc., as being originally
nouns, without any pronominal affix, we should naturally expect
the existence of a feminine formed in the same way as in the
noun. And this is actually the case. The fem. of katala is
formed, as in the noun, by the addition of # The Arabic has
kdtalat; the Ethiopic, katdlat, ydbsat for ydbisat, méhrat  for
mdfisrat. In vulgar Arabic, e.g. in Egypt, we have the forms
katabet, fidlet, suktet. In Aramaic the same form occurs, with
the further weakening of the 1st vowel, in the now shut syllable,

into ¢, viz. n&pp, ASAB, for gatlat, faflat, kagalat. In Hebrew
the usual form is &agla, nm')', with the same termination 4 as

in the noun; but as in the one case so in the other, 4 is only a
weakened form of a#, the successive steps being at, ath, ak, a.
The proof lies in the following facts®. (1) The termination a¢

actually occurs, e.g. in n‘_?lfs Deut. xxxii. 36, anr"l (for ngtpg)
Exod. v. 16, I‘IN"I'? (for l‘ltg'll")') Deut. xxxi. 29, ﬂ;? Ezek. xlvi.
17, Ny (for n:@g) Levit. xxv. 21; etc. (2) The termination
at has always been retained before pronominal suffixes, in which
case we find the forms !.'1[1‘_7?_5, YINITN, "]l:\ént_t, and the like.

The difference of vocalisation depends upon the difference of
accentuation, a point on which I shall offer a few remarks by

U [Delitzsch writes mét, and recognises a penﬁ:nsivé form &afil as common to
most verbal themes, to express the idea of prolonged or completed activity as well as
that of a permanent state or affection; Ass. Gr. p. 338, 8q.]

* [Cf. p. 133, supra.]
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and by, after we have treated ‘of the 3rd pers. plur. masc. and
fem. " The final ¢ is also lost in Phdedician, e.g. ¥)* (prob.
8" in a Cyprian inscr. of BC. 254 [C.L.S. 93]; in Carthag.
inscrr. N97) or YT, “she vowed” (also RYIN), PO “s
(Tanith) heard,” for NYO¥?, etc. I will only add that the ﬁna.l ¢
disappears also in Mandaitic before enclitic 3 and ‘7 with suffixes,
eg. 'l‘?&‘?,RBJ, “ she fell,” for :‘I‘?hR‘?NBJ. instead of ]'RL)B’J.
So also in the dialect of the Talmiid Bablj, np"w “she fled,”
nsm “she went,” side by side with 1"7 'l ’ ﬂ"? DN, and
in derived conjugations N2'D3'N “ she was married,” .'1"7 n;ﬂ‘y?'&f
“she was betrothed to him.” In such Talmudic forms as 'R'IH
for n‘.'l and ﬂ’hﬂN ’W “his sister came” for nm we may
perhaps discover a lmgermg trace of the original 3rd radical
yad. . :
If we be right in regarding Aatala, etc., as originally nouns
without pronom. affix, we shall again expect to find their plural
agreeing in form with that of the nouns. This is also really the
case. We shall not be far wrong in assuming gataliina as the

oldest form of the 3rd pers. plur. 'masc., which is still preserved
to us in py']"' Deut. viii. 3, 16, and perhaps in ;qps « poured

forth” Isa, xxvi. 16; as also in the Aramaic forms PSQP, é&n,

and the Assyrian Aatlini, side by side with £a¢/iz. Usually, how-
ever, the final # has been dropped, as in the construct state of
the noun; whence we obtain the ordinary Arabic gdtali’, the

Ethiopic gatdla, ldbsi, m¥hri; the Heb. Hsbp and the Aramaic

3'7bp In the Aramaic dialects the process of corruption has
gone yet farther. The Syriac pronounces #fa/, and hence we find
in old Mmss. \\.S.o as well as the more accurate QL&Q In
Mandaitic ‘too the ordinary form is PRBJ. 13D, though the
termination # is sometimes restored before enclitics, as 1&'713&!3

1 Arabic )ﬁ;' and 1,):;, as in Hebrew occasionally 810D, e.g. NOPPD Josh.

X, 24, NI Isa. xxviii, 13, if the text be correct. Sayce makes a strange blunder in
considering the quiescent a/ifof the Arabic to be a trace of the original s.
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“they planted for thee.” I may add that in Mandaitic the full
form in #in is usually preceded by a y#d, for the insertion of
which I find it hard to account; e.g. ]\’P&bJ, ﬁ’P"?D. Ik
“they ran.” In the dialect of the Talmid Babli we find the
same rejection of the termination # but it seems to leave its

mark in an assimilation of the vowel of the preceding syllable;
thus, WD “they have bound” or “banned,” for D& ; T2Y for

V29 pB) for BY,

The feminine of fataliina we should naturally expect, in ac-
cordance with the nominal flexion, to be kataldna ; and though
this form has entirely disappeared in Hebrew, it exists in the
other languages. In the Aramaic dialects we find the final »
rctained, in the tcrmination dn, or, with a weakening of the
vowel, & So in the Targlims there occur such words as [N,
10N “were made clear”; in Mandaitic, with inserted y&d,
[N'PRTD “they understood,” |N'IR)T “they were angry”; in
Syriac, \_-Sb'.o for ¥talan. The Arabic exhibits the form
katdina, which I cannot as yet make up my mind to regard as
anything else than a strong contraction of fataldna'. It has
almost gone out of use in the vulgar dialects. Several of the
ancient Semitic languages, however, reject the final #. The

Ethiopic is nagdra, ldbsa, méhra; the J. Aram. N‘?@P The
Syriac must of course have once had the form #¢4/2, but aropped
the final vowel, whence we find in Mss. both -A.L'An and \LD
In the Christian Palestinian dialect we find ’sbp, and so also in
Samaritan; but the Mandaitic writes PNBJ, P")D, like the
Syriac. The older form with the final vowel 4 appears in Syriac

. \4
only before some of the pronominal suffixes, e.g. u..!S.A.o “they
have killed me,” ,.S.b':c'), ..-O‘LLS&:;, corrésponding with the

Jewish Aramaic '.:l?:bl?, 'q‘?t?l?, ’:'1‘20"2

In what I have said of the 3rd pers. plur. masc. and fem. I

1 [It would seem from a deletion in the ms., that Prof. Wright had hesitated
hetween this view and that of Noldcke (ZDAMG. xxxviii. 4 12) who regards the Arabic
katalna as formed on the analogy of the corresponding imperfect form yadfslna.]
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have gone on the assumption that the original forms are £ata-
lana and gataldna. 1 must tell you however that this is alto-
gether denied by such scholars as Noeldeke and G. Hofimann’,
who maintain the originals to be £atal/iz and katald, and explain
the forms in 4# and dn or én as later pronominal additions,
comparing in particular the vulg. Arab. £atabumn for katabs, i.e.
katabi + hum (sce Nocldcke in ZDMG. xxxviii. p. 410), or else
as analogical formations to ©ANJO, ANMO; QMI], lal;
&I, 05 @I, cadn.

Here I will make, as promised, a few remarks on the accen-
tuation of certain of these verbal forms and the changes in voca-
lisation which result therefrom.

The original accentuation of the 3rd pers. I believe to have
been that of the old Arabic, édtala, kdtalat, kdtalii. The Ethio-
pic, Hebrew and Aramaic carried the accent onward to the next
syllable, thus obtaining the forms gatdla, katdlat, patdli ; katdl;
and £tdl, gtdli. The vulgar dialects of the Arabic vary, I
believe, between gdtal and fatdl. But in the intransitive forms
the Ethiopic left the accent unshifted, and dropped the vowel of
the middle syllable, ydbsa, s¥#k/na. That the Hebrew accentua-
tion too was once the same as in the old Arabic is clear, as
it seems to me, from the vocalisation in particular of the fem.

n':)pa and the plur. 3‘7%‘.)', which have now the accent on the

last syllable. Had the accent originally fallen on that syllable
in the verb, as it does in the noun, we should have had the forms

n‘zgp and asgi?, as in the noun we have n??’:' from D?l:l
But this is not the case. On the contrary, we find the Ethiopic
accentuation of the 2nd syllable in the so-called pausal' forms,
eg. .‘lglf\g, ﬂ‘?éﬁ', !‘75:; and it is only when pronom. suffixes
are appended, and the tone is consequently thrown forwards to-
wards -the end of the word, that we get in Hebrew the forms

n‘)pp and 3‘7@‘?, e.g. ﬁh‘?g&s, }1‘\79&5:, and_DI‘?}S:; just as in
Ethiopic we have nagardts, nagarii-ni, nagarfws, and in Arabic
itself Rataldt-hu, katali-hu. The Aramaic 3rd pers. sing. fem.

b [See ZOMG. xxxii. 747.]
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rbpp, AS.M'D. also favours this view, for the suppression of the

2nd vowel of the original fafalat must have been due to the
accentuation of the ist syllable, as in thc modern Arabic of
Egypt, kdtalet, wildet, kittret. With suffixes the form approxi-

mates more to the Hebrew, e.g. HE\‘?@,?. mé_k.é.o; Mand.

]&h‘?&) N5 “she has not devoured me” JNONOR “she de-

voured him.” The Mand. form with enclitics, e.g. ﬁ%&‘?&bj
“she fell,” is almost identical with the Heb. %ﬂh‘?;t&

Passing on to the 2nd person, we find that the Semitic
languages split into two divisions, the one exhibiting ¢ as the
characteristic letter of the pronominal ending, the other £ On
the one side are the Hebrew, Aramaic, Arabic, and Assyrian;
on the other, the Ethiopic, and most likely the Himyaritic. At
least we are told that the South Arabian of the present day says

C\XS kunk for S kunt “thou wast”; and the form with )
for = is vouched for in other parts of Arabia'. It is hard to
say which is the more ancient form, if either. More probably
the two existed side by side from remote antiquity, as we find in
all of these languages the separate form with ¢ anfa, etc., as
well as the accus. and genit. suffixes with £ In quite modern
times the £ appears where we should not have expected it, as in

the Samaritan hymns, 1’5.1 for n*?g “ thou hast revealed,” and
£ s 4 Teuf ‘

in a dialect of Syria &1 for 431 or ri.i\. It should further be
noted that in the 2nd person no variation is made as to the
verbal part of the word, for the purpose of indicating the sex
and number of the person or persons addressed. The whole
weight of these distinctions has to be borne by the pronominal
part. It appcarcd perhaps to be a wastc of energy to point out
these differences in both parts, and if onc was to be sclected, the
pronoun seemed to be the better adapted for the purpose.

o
a4

The 2nd pers. sing. masc. is in classical Arabic (133, in

1 See Noeldeke, ZDMG. xxxviii. 413 ; Halévy, Bludes Sablennes, p. 46.
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vulg. Arab. Latdbt, mistht, kutiirt. In Hcbrew the final vowel is
often indicated by the addition of the letter /1, l:\‘)h_:'? or m:bgp

The Ethiopic equivalent is gatdlka. The other dialects, like the
vulgar Arabic, have dropped the final vowel. Hence in Bibl.

Aramaic D‘)pp and rbrgp, in the Targiims w'w‘)gp and R0D,
in Syriac Akb’.o

In Arabic and Ethiopic the accent naturally rests on the 2nd
syllable, gatdita, fatdlka ; but when an accus. suffix is added, the
Ethiopic throws forward the tone, fatalkd-ni, katalkd-ua, and
lengthens the vowel before the uncontracted forms of the suffixes
of the 3rd pers, katalkd-hiz or katalkd, katalkdha, etc. In He-
brew the tone is thrown forward not only with pronom. suffixes,

but also when the so-called vav conversive precedes; é‘?@ﬁl.

maic, with suffixes, ’.}l:ﬂ'?t_ol‘?, na‘;t_op, but in Syriac -.n.:Na,

—ouiSfo; in Mand. INNPRI®, and in the Talmad AV
“hast hindered me,” |73 “hast reminded me.” I do not

regard the vowel of the Ethiopic and Syriac forms as proving
that the termination #z had originally a long vowel, #4, which is
Noeldeke’s view ; on the contrary, I believe that the lengthening
of the vowel is here due partly to the weight of the accent, but
still more to an effort to distinguish this form from the almost

identical one of the 3rd sing. fem,, ....JM.Q “she has killed
me.” Others would explain it as a contraction of the final vowel

of za with a supposed connective vowel g, as if HJAS&O stood
for tatalta-ani.

To the masc. form of the 2nd pers. anta corresponds the fem.
anti; and hence we should expect to find the 2nd pers. sing.
fem. of the verb the form gatalti, which is actually the case.

oo

The Arabic has o 1ii, and the § is often lengthened before

Cor [

suffixes, & uf or &i5uS. The vulg. form of the present day is
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X5 fatalti. The corresponding Ethiopic form is Ratdlki,
written, according to the exigencies of the Geez syllabary, with
long 7, which passcs before suffixes into & or &, as nagarké-ni,
nagarkfys, nagarkéyéma. In Hebrew the ordinary form is n DP

with the loss of the final vowel; but ’n‘mp is sufficiently com-
mon, though usually altcrcd by the Massorites into ’h‘)b,'), e.g.

’h‘ﬁ’ and 'hJDW Ruth iii. 3, 4; ’h"ms Jerem. ii. 33; wm

jcrem iii. 5. Somet|mes the full form seems to have been lel’t
through a misunderstanding ; e.g. Jerem. ii. 20, where N3¢/

and ’npm scem to be 2nd pers. sing. fem. rather than 1st pers.;
so also Micah iv. 13, ’Mm} Similarly before suffixes,
’J’f\"@l'), %ﬂ’[ﬂ'?_b'? or 1’];1‘:799, etc. Forms like !Jb"l’?’ , Jerem.
ii. 27 (K2th. um')*), or ﬁﬁx;._wp, 2 Sam. xiv. 10, are very rare.

In Aramaic the same phenomena present themselves. In Jewish
Aramaic we have anp side by side with 'J’ns ; whilst the

.o--

Syriac has preserved the older termination, at Icast in writing,

...'Aks.o, with suffixes .....L.Nn, ....ﬁo...%\k&o- Here again

I regard the vowel of the syllable # as being originally short,
whilst Noeldeke rcgards it as long. To me the lengthening
seems to be due to the shifting of the accent.

The plural of anta, as you may remember, we found to be in
its oldest form antusmii ; and consequently we expect in the verb
for the 2nd pers. plur. masc. the form katdltuma, which actually

.
Bolbss P

occurs in Arabic poetry and before suffixes, @, QJ,.«M

Lol

Generally however the final vowel is dropped, antusm, rll.‘i;; and

the common form in the vulgar language is \:,.\L:\; with the loss

of the final 2. Parallel to these run the Ethiopic forms with &,
viz. katalkémmn, with suffixes gatalkdmmb-ni, katalkémméva,
katalbimmdvémi. The corresponding form in the modern Tigré
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and Tigrifia is gatalkiim or kataldtkiim, which latter appears
in‘Ambharic' as katalackkii, #t0Ot:. In S. Arabia these forms
with £ are heard at the present day, e.g. r(..,g.., Sams kum

(Halévy, Etudes Sab. p. 46). As antum becomes in Heb. ong,
so fatdltum appears in the shape of nxfbgp, the accent being

thrown forward upon the pronoun, as in Ethiopic. The original
vowel appears however, in the rather rare form v“\‘?pp (corre-

4

sponding to the vulgar Arabic \)1&13), used in connexion with
accusative suffixes (Num. xx. §, xxi. 5, Zech. vii. §). In Aramaic
n takes the place of m in pronoun and verb, Thus in Syriac

@Ma; in Mand. \NONRY) “ye planted.” In the latter dialect
the final » disappears before enclitics, as N’SU‘D&?J “ye have
planted me,” R“)\h‘l&ﬂ&# “ye have sent me”; and also before
accusative suffixes, as "m:NDJ “ye took me,” rmww «“ yé
sent me,” which is contrary to Syriac usage, but in accordance

with Hebrew and Chaldee, where we find ‘J%ﬂ‘?DP NNH‘?DP
beside ‘lJ!h')bP ]!J!h‘?b") In the Talmiid such forms as
Y'Y3, \N*BD, occur even without suffixes, as in vulgar Arabic.

The feminine of antumii we found to be in its fullest form
antunna, whence the fem. of gataltum should be fataliunna.
This actually occurs in old Arabic, though it has disappeared
from the vulgar dialects. The Ethiopic form is analogous to the
Arabic, but has lost the final syllable, #azalkéén ; the final vowel
appears, however, in the form with suffixes ¢atalkénahi (Cornill,
das Buck der weisen Philosophen, p. 51). But, on the other hand,
the form is also liable to a further mutilation before suffixes into
katalka (Dillmann, p. 274). The Hebrew form is almost iden-

tical with the Ethiopic, viz., ]D‘)@P The existence of a longer
form in n;lft, exemplified by ﬂ?,é?‘z%‘.', Amos iv. 3, is very
doubtful; and no example with accus. suffixes occurs. The

Aramaic forms are such as we might expect, rn‘)pp, \_.Nn
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In Mandaitic however the feminine is a rarity, its place being
mostly usurped by the masculine.

Proceeding to the 1st pers. sing., I would remind you that the
root form of the pronoun of the 1st pers. we found to be sya or
f, giving, in combination with the demonstrative an, the form
aniya or anf. We found also that some of the Semitic languages
inserted a second demonstrative, a, whence the Assyrian andkxu,
the Hebrew 338, the Moabite J3X, and the Phoenician ‘33X

and ] aneck. 1t is this latter form that has given rise to the
verbal affix in the Ethiopic katalki, which is also said to be the

form in use in S. Arabia, cJJ:\.{' , g.‘"J;.:\:\, etc. (comp. Halévy,

rd

Etudes Sablennes, p. 46). In the other Semitic languages we
encounter an affix form with ¢ instead of &, which demands ex-
planation. It may be that # has interchanged with £, as in the
2nd person we find 7z and £a; but more probably, I think, #
has been substituted for £# in the 1st person under the influence
of the forms of the 2nd person. The solitary tatalku gave way
before the greater number of #forms, and was gradually changed
into gataltu, except, as we have seen, in Ethiopic (which was
destitute of z-forms in the 2nd person). '
While the Assyrian pronoun andk# (Haupt anak#) is indis-
putably older, in respect of its 4, than the Hebrew andkAf, the
latter would appear to have prescrved the termination in a purer
form. We may therefore fairly assume that the Arabic gatdiin
and the Ethiopic katd/kn represent, in respect of the final vowel,

a somewhat later stage than the corresponding Hebrew ~n$t_5,?,

with viv conversive 'H?@'?J., with suffixes m‘ﬁsgp or 1’1%\?@,?,
ctc. Whether the seriprio defectiva in such forms as mr_r; Job
xlii. 2, AD3 1 Kings viii. 48, is mcreI)./ accidental, or really indi-

cates a tendency to dull the final vowel or to drop it altogether,
it is hard to say. The Moabite and Phoenician forms were
doubtless identical with the Hebrew. King Mesha' writes
*n:‘;b, M3, etc., and in one Phoen. inscr. we find ‘N33 (Umm
‘Awimid, C.L.S. nr. 7), though the usual spelling is N)3. Plau-
tus too has corathi for ’nR‘IP. In Aramaic the suffix sometimes
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appears in full, especially in the casc of verbs 3rd ¢, as ’D‘QP,
‘N'IDN; but more frequently the suffix has lost its vowel, the
usual form being nf?pp, ASAD, which stands for katlat, by
transposition from _éa[a.lt, which is the form used in vulg. Arab.,,
katalt, misikt, kuturt. The transposition probably took place to
distinguish it from the 2nd pers. n‘;gp, N.o; and the altera-

tion of the vowel in the last syllable may be ascribed, either to
the lingering influence of the lost termination £, or to an effort to

differentiate this form from the 3rd pers. sing. fem. n'?pp , ASA;:

(for katlat, out of patalat). Remark however a difference between
the Biblical Aramaic and the Syriac. The former has movable

shéwa, n‘j;x_v Dan. iii. 15, vi. 25, né‘lp Dan. vii. 16; the latter
silent sh&w3, l;a.‘.‘i, AS,S. The older form fafalt appears with
the accus. suffixes, O'IKSL.O, @5&&3 The Mandaitic form is

ordinarily the same as the Syriac, h’PB'J, n’bj’s; but with the
enclitics the ¢ disappears, and we have the vocalisation £'fa/? for

Flalzth, e. g A5 “1 tied to him,” ﬁ:")")b “I went up on
it.” In the Targims we find the fully vocallsed form n~5:m

")’m etc., which is indeed older than the Biblical forms just

cited. In the Talmid Babli both the forms which we have
noted in the Mandaitic occur independently of enclitics; N;ﬂ:'l;

“] subdued,” n’ppw “I heard,” n‘iﬁ’éj&_t side by side with ""@gt_
“I said,” ’Pg) “] went out,” ‘NI “‘IA have seen,” 'NHP “f
called.” The final vowel is mercly tone-long, and hence can be
shortened when the tone is thrown back, as r@’é'_l:, Dah. iii. 14;
and with suffixes, as F1'PYID, mé&.é'.a |

You will remark that in the first person, as in the second,
the sex or number of the speaker or speakers is not marked in
the verbal part of the word; whilst no variation was thought
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necessary in the pronommal part, any more than in the actual

pronoun ’Jﬁ& or b\ Lﬂ

As to the plural, the original form of the pronom. affix was
probably ##, from !JHJ& or !J& but it underwent various mo-

difications in the several languaga, as we shall presently see.
The Hebrew has preserved the old form in wgl‘), with suffix

[

%'RJ‘)DP The Arabic form is katalud, UL, with long 4, which
is however sometimes shortened in poctry, kafa/nd. On the
other hand, the Ethiopic has fatal/na, with ‘short &, which is
lengthened before suffixes : nagdrna, but nagarnd-ka, nagarnd-

kdmmii.  Similar is the Chaldec form NJ‘?@,?, with suffixes
33200, ﬁ:}‘?@P In Syriac nd is shortened into #, é&a, but

the fuller termination appears with pronominal suffixes, as

....ouik.é.o, etc. The abbreviated form also prevails in the
Talmad Babli, MDY, mm Frequently however the Syriac

- ) . 4
form is lengthened, by a repetition of the pronoun, into vLXé.o

(sometimes written é_» éﬂa). This, in the weakened shape
of 1", is the usual termination in Mandaitic, e.g. [’JPQDJ.

]'Y7'1D; but with enclitics the older X3 is restored, c.g. ﬁJNJP“BJ
“we went out therein,” |} RY “we sent them.” The accu-
sative suffixes are added to the shorter form in n, as "&JD’m

“we loved thee,” J3NND “we opened it.”

I have reserved the dwal for the last place in our view,
because it occurs in only two or three of the Semitic languagcs,
the Arabic and Himyaritic, and possibly the Assyrian. The
rest,—Ethiopic, Hebrew, and Aramaic,—lost it in the verb before
they rcached the stage at which we become acquainted with
them. .

The Arabic forms are precnscly such as we should expcct,
that is to say, almost identical with those of the noun and pro-
noun. The 3rd pers. masc. is kdtald, like the noun in dsi, con-
struct 4, e.g. ragwldni, raguld. Similarly in the feminine we find
in Arabic katdiatd, formed likc gannatdni, gannatd, from gannat.

W. L. ' i2
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In Himyaritic the final 4 seems to have been weakéned into &

The pronoun L:.; is written ‘7 /Aumé, and similarly in the verb

- PS4 o
“BA, %33, MY, NN (Basl), fem. MDY (shémats, Ks),
“they two set up.” The dual of the pronoun of the 2nd person
being in Arabic anfuma, the corresponding form of the perfect
is naturally gatdl/tuma. The 1st person, as in the case of the
pronoun, has no dual.

Herewith I finish my survey of the perfect state of the verb.
You may remember that I regarded it, in most of its forms, as
made up of a nominal and a pronominal element; as being
in fact a sentence which gradually shrivelled up and contracted
into a word. Only the 3rd pers. seemed to be a noun without
any pronominal adjunct. Perhaps you are inclined to demur to
this view, on the ground of intrinsic improbability. If so, I
would remind you that history is apt to repeat itself, and no-
where more so than in language. The formation of the Romance
tongues out of Latin, or of the modern Indian dialects out
of Sanskrit, illustrates many points in the early history of the
Indo-European group. And so the later formations of thc
Semitic dialects may help us largely to understand the older
ones. The ancient Syrian pronounced, and sometimes wrote,

m;: for b'l’ \\A..t':, “1 am killing” ; b’.if.’), and even eio',
“I am seeking.” In the Talmiid we find such words as Dy aN
“I know,” RJ"??R “I am going.” The Mandaite could say not

only R)b’JR‘?, “I take,” but also '[RJD'J&'), “I take thce.”
But above all the modern Syrian forms his present tense solely
in this way. Where can you find a more complete parallel to
the formation of the Hebrew perfect, as I have explained it, than
in the Nestorian present, according to the following paradigm ?

-sing. 3 p.m. .D;.é pdrig, “he comes to an end.”
O 1o parkd’.
2p m A.e,fn parkit.
. <b&o pargat,

! [The 4 is shortened in the closed syllable gar.]
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£ pm v?"'é parkin,
[ O parkdn,
plur. 3 p. c -A-D&-!Q parkt.
2pc \OL-QI-é parkitén.
1pc ‘ ,.b,.é parkdkh (kitkk),
also pOud (cin]+ caoid).

II. The Impesfect.

Having thus discussed the various forms of the perfect state
of the verb, I proceed to the consideration of the imperfect.

Here the first thing that strikes us is the different collocation
of the parts which go to the constitution of the verbal form.
In the perfect the verbal element preceded, and was followed
by the pronominal element. The action, as completed, seemed
apparently to be more prominent than the agent. In the
imperfect, on the contrary, the pronominal element takes pre-
cedence of the verbal ; the agent seems to be more conspicuous
in relation to the still unfinished act. The whole arrangement
may of course be, as some have thought, merely accidental ; but
if we are to seck a reason for it, that just given seems to be the
most natural. '

Another point of difference between the two verbal states is
that the 3rd pers. sing. masc. of the perfect appears to be
destitute of any pronominal affix, whereas the corresponding
person of the imperfect is furnished with a peculiar pronominal
prefix. The reason of this probably also lies in the greater
prominence of the pronominal element in the imperfect state.
It may of coursc be said, with Dictrich and Stade, that the 3rd

rs. sing. masc. of the imperfect is a noun of the form yaksul,

3", etc,, without any pronominal element. But surely the
preformative ya2 demands some explanation; and if so, what
explanation is morc probable than that it is pronominal in its
naturec? Rodiger connected it with the Amharic £h: or gY:

12—2
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“this,” and P “who, which,” but of these Praetorius has attempted
a different explanation in his Amharic Grammar, as we shall
see hereafter.

A third difference between the two states lies in the variety
of the vocalisation of the 2nd syllable; and herein we descry
another effort of the language to mark the contrast in their
signification. Given in Arabic the perfect with & in the 2nd
syllable, then the corresponding imperfect has either # or i;
kdtala has yaktulu, but gdlasa, yaglisu. So in Hcbrew, -'P-b”

but |%; in Syriac, D0l but ésﬁ But if the perfect has
¢ in the 2nd syllable, the vowel of the imperfect is usually a;
eg Arab, fdrita, ydfrapu; Heb. 733, 733 Syr. am,
.n.'.'u,.; If the 2nd, and still more frequently ii’ the 3rd radical

s P arLd @ s
be guttural, | & - the favorite vowel is a, as C.‘&; Cii,g;
B0, A5 DY) BA s, b3 and similarly in
Hebrew and Syriac’. If the perfect has # in the 2nd syllable,
this vowel is ordinarily retained in Arabic in the imperfect,
as thdkula, ydthfulu ; but in Hebrew and Syriac the few verbs

of this form seem to take g, as ‘)':):, 5;!’ [if this is not Hof'al};

. L) y *
IbP,, Pt l?b?, '7?”’, a0, 2aal. Exceptions to these
rules are comparatively rare; occasionally, for example, we find

the perfect in 7 connected with an imperfect in #, e.g. [.:J;l?,

i bm, Yimy e dgmis oo, obal; Al
& ® 'S - v of
Llasug; np, N, Auso, Latks, and even ae, ol
The Semitic languages seem in their carlicst stage to have
formed imperfects from two nominal roots. The one of these
was fatil/, which we found above as onc of the forms of the
perfect; the other the shorter £#al, ¥, gtni. The former

has survived in only two of these languages, both of which
have preserved to us many archaisms, the Ethiopic and the

! [In Syriac the influence of the guttural is less marked; indeed most transitive
verbs 3rd gutt. have the imperfect in o.]
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Assyrian. The original shape of the 3rd pers. sing. masc. we
may assume in this case to have been yakdtilu. In Ethiopic
it appears under the normal form of y&gdr¥/, and corresponds in
its general use with the imperfect indicative of the Arabic;
whereas the other form ydngdr answers to the Arabic imperfect
subjunctive and jussive. In Assyrian its form, according to
Sayce, is isdkinu or isdkin [Delitzsch i$dkarn], the signification
of which is “he makes” or “he will make”; whereas the form
iskun takes, according to the same authority, the aoristic sense
of “he made.”

We need not at present dwell longer on this form ykdt¥,
because its prefixes and flexion are identical with those of the
other form y&¢/, which is common to all the Semitic languages,
and therefore better adapted for the purpose of a comparative
survey.

Of the different moods,—subjunctive, jussive, and energetic
or cohortative,—we will not treat just now, but confine our
attention for the present exclusively to the indicative mood.

The 3rd pers. sing. masc. of the imperfect indicative is
in classical Arabic ydktulu, with & as the vowel of the prefix and
a final #. This we may accept as the archetype. The vulgar
dialects drop the final vowel and weaken that of the first syllable,
yéktul, yiktul, or thtul, yimsik, yuskut; thus giving us the same
form which we find already in the Ethiopic y#ngér, the Assyr,
iskun ()90, “he placed” [Del. |5¢M]) or igdaz (N2YX", “he scized”),
and the Hebrew WPB’, 932'. This too is the common form in

the Aramaic dialects, e.g. Jewish Aram. B?p", W;s’ , with some

important exceptions, which we shall specify presently.

That the vowel of thc prcformative was originally a in
Hebrew as well as in Arabic we may infer: (1) from verbs of
which the first letter is a guttural, as "DN: or WD§':, A

=i=?
S5, NAaYY; (2) from verbs }'Y, as :lb:, fy;, which stand for
yasbub, ya‘'sus; and (3) from verbs Y}, as D}P:, l:m:, which
stand for yakwum, yanwul. As we have often seen already, an
original pathack may be gradually weakened into sego/ or chireg;
but it is impossible that an original c/kiref should in such a case
give rise to a pathach.
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This person of the verb is identical in form, or nearly so,
with a class of nouns in the older Semitic languages, which
occur partly as proper names and partly as common nouns.
Such are in Hebrew, P:m’. :Pg:.; 3"'!: “adversary,” ‘u:mf “oil”;

b\P‘): “bag,” 'ﬁbﬂ’ “kind of deer,” qWJ’ “bittern” (?); in

Arabic, Loy ¢ the Helper," Jyu “the Averter,” ufu, t*”’

§ o L~ .'a‘-ob/ & » L o,

g;\"u g\u. Jyosy “oryx,” ),.u:u “male bustard,” pdiy

I § wbor

“freshly cut branch,” , ,.;su and ,a.asu “green,” g2 “jerboa,”
& ol F wir 8 wor
t"” -2 ?:ld (57 “ male‘vu‘l:ure, L,J,.\‘n’" r?:pld river, horse, :tc,

gy queen bee,” ,yin; ¢ ‘gazelle,” ”,u.. “lamb, kid,” U“"-’-

“fountain,” m “thickened honey,” .».du “a kind of plant.”

From all these cases it seems perfectly clear that the prefix
ya must signify “one who, he who, that which”; but we do not
find in the older Scmitic languages any pronoun of this signifi-
cation at all resembling ya in sound. In Ambharic, one of the
modern dialects sprung from the Ge‘ez or Ethiopic, we find, it is
true, a pronoun p ya, used (exactly like ', 3, ';ﬂ') both as the

relative and as a sign of the genitive case. Praetorius seems
however to have made it tolerably certain that this ya is only a
modification of the Ethiopic H sa, which is still used in Harari,
the intermediate link being s4a H" in one of the Tigrifia dialects.
The change of sound is the same as in the Amharic gY:, £2h:,

derived through £n:, H'h:, from an older H, Hn =els. This
comparison thercfore fails us. Neither does it scem likely that
this ya can stand for wa, as an abbreviation of Auwa ; because,
though initial 2 passes into y in Hebrew and Aramaic, the same
change does not take place in Arabic and Ethiopic. I am
obliged therefore to confess my ignorance of the derivation of
this prefix.

Here I may add that some scholars have sought this same
pronoun ya as a suffix in the perfect. According to them
kdtala and kdtalis stand for fatalya and katalys. For this view I
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can find no support whatever save in the Mandaitic plural which
I mentioned in a previous lecture, viz. 'IRYY, fem. |RINXY,

instead of 1)Y. It seems to me, however, very unlikely (1)
that the y should have bcen simply elided, without leaving
behind any trace of its existence; and (2) that, if it had wholly
disappeared in Arabic, Ethiopic, Hebrew, and the older Aramaic,
it should have been preserved in the comparatively late Man-
daitic. I am compelled therefore to reject this view, though
I cannot at present suggest any adequate explanation of the
isolated Mandaitic forms just quoted.

I said before that therc were some important exceptions to
the formation of the 3rd pers. sing. masc. by ya. These I now
proceed to enumerate.

Already in the Chaldee of the Old Testament we find the

verb R\] forming the 3rd pers. sing. masc. with ‘7 instead of ;
R}:‘l’;g for R}:‘_I': in Ezra iv. 13, Dan. ii. 20, with the corresponding
plur. masc ]ﬁ."]'lz Dan. ii. 43, and fem. n\."lfz Dan. v. 17. The

same form is common in the Talmid Babli, and occurs also in
Mandaitic, in both cases side by side with the forms with #; e.g.

x?'b “Say," :an?s’ 'atq‘? ¢ bring"; D‘P’s! R’b‘l"? ube like,"
RS “be dissolved” In Syriac the # alone is found,
Wapa), caall, Scady, "l;h On the whole subject see Mr

Lowe's note in his Fragment of the Talnud Bablt Pésackim. The
identity of this / and # may perhaps be admitted ; that either of
them sprung from the y must be denicd.  De Goeje(in a review of

Kautzsch’'s Gr. des Biblisch-aramiiischen) supposes the form t{}:l!?
to be originally an infin. R)) compounded with the prep. '?,
“to be” taken in the sense of « is to be,” “shall be”; and to th.is
R}j he finds a parallel in the form RJJ‘), Ezrav. 3,13. To me
it s;ccms that the origin of the / ma).' rather be sought in the
demonstrative / which is the essential element of the article Jl,,

L)n, and which appears in various pronouns and demonstrative
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adverbs such as 9-.‘5\‘, ﬂl‘?:_ .. é_u.;, ﬁ?{t, r‘?&.t, t.-.SO"I, n&,{’?,',
Gu, -

n;‘?.". (,\;, J\m, etc. The #, if it be anything more than

a mere vanatxon of the /, may also be explained from the de-
monstrative s, which appears for instance in ]‘3, "Hik:, the pro-
¢ %f
nominal base aw, |1, 73T, |, o\ ete.
&

The 3rd pers. sing. fem. has for its prefix 4, that is, no
‘doubt, the same mark of the fem. gender which we find at the
end of the word in the perfect fatalat. The typical form is again
the old Arabic Jii5 taktulu, vulgarly taktul, teftul, tiktul, timsik,
tuskut, which latter coincide with the Assyrian zaskun, tasbat,
and the Ethiopic ##ug#r, t#bas. In Hebrew the a of the ist

syllable is ordinarily sunk to ¢, Bb)n, "l::n, but # and 4 are
found in the same cases as in the masc., e.g. Jﬂg{p ﬁgp,
A, 3%13; 'ml:l, DR, Similarly in Aramaic, S?Pn,
Wafol, 31N (Mandaitic).

. Yaktuln being, as we have scen, cssentially a nominal form,
its plural is naturally obtained by the usual nominal inflexion, as
in the perfect. The most ancient form is once more found in

the Arabic yaktuliina, which is vulgarly shortened into yagtila,
though yaktulin is still heard. In Hebrew the fuller form

p‘)bp‘ is not uncommon, as ﬁJ‘T‘l’ [!JTI’ ﬁb‘P’ ]W'

pause p‘mp’ pxan’ ]Q’J:l’ but the shorter 1‘7&9'3’ is far more
frequent. The Ethiopic forms are youglra, y#lbdsii, with which

correspond in accentuation the Hebrew pausal forms !L)Bf,
!'IS!]."_, 3‘7"’"'!:, 3'.‘!3’?.3, etc. ; and the vulgar Arabic (Egypt) yié-

ilin, yimsika, yuskita. The Assyrian exhibits, as we might
expect, the forms sskuns, isbatin. The old Aramaic dialects hold

fast the final », IQBDP’ ﬁ.‘l"), @Mm So also in Mandaitic
[\DJ"?’J, pL)n'w: “ plant”; but before the enclitics the » disap-

pears, '1851’)‘3”'3. DI “register with you.”
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The feminine form corresponding to yaktulfina would natu-
rally be yaktuldna. This is actually retained by the Aramaic

dialects in the forms ":\DP’, m.‘b, é-bn.;, Mand. IRID™Y)

velr
“wink.” In Ethiopic and Assyrian we find the same forms
with the loss of the final n; Eth. yiuglra, y*lbdsa; Assyr. iskund,
isbatd; and so also in Mandaitic, NI™), 8D, are more
common than the fuller form in 8. The Arabic has contracted
yaktuldna into yaktiilna, after the analogy of katdina for kataldna
in the perfect. The same form occurs in Hebrew; e.g. 70T

Gen. xxx. 38, ﬁ?‘!@"] 1 Sam. vi. 12 (for .‘lgj;ﬁ’f]), and ﬂg‘lb!’"

Dan. viii. 22; but more commonly the Hebrew employs a form
with prefixed ¢, after the analogy of the singular, and says

bR, eg. mbBR, AR, NWIN, 1O, The same

form occurs dialectically in Arabic, even among the various

PR Y ) P
rcadings of the Kor'in, e.g. Sar. xlii. 3, ,\::13 for }ha.i..!
In the vulgar Arabic dialects the fem. seems to have vanished
entircly.

The 2nd pers. is formed by prefixing to the verbal element
the syllable ¢a, being, as we have already seen, the essential
base of the pronoun anfa. Hence we get in the sing. masc. the
normal ¢dktulu, which is the actual Arabic form; in the vulgar
dialects, faktul, t3ftul, tiktnl, timsik, tuskut. The Assyrian has
retained the pure vowel in its saskun, tasbat; whilst the Ethiopic
cxhibits the weaker #Zugir, t#/bas. The Hebrew offers exactly
the same variations as the 3rd pers.; we find 'um, :l‘_IP{-'I,

but §DNR, 9APR, 33N, SbAR; ANR; DPA.  The Aramaic
forms, Stpn, Sadol, Mand. puagrn, WITR, call for no

remark.

The 2nd pers. sing. fem. is diffcrentiated from the masc. not
by any change in the pronominal prefix, but by the addition of
the termination Ina, the origin of which seems quite obscure.

L
The normal form is again the Arabic i, taktuling, which

has survived in Hebrew in such forms as ];P;'ln Ruth ii. 8, 21
P TG « . N .
rbgp iii. 4; “ﬁln iii. 18. So also in Aramaic, ")bpn,
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(4.}6.9.1. In other cases, the final # has altogether disap-

wlr

peared, as in the vulgar Arabic v.,s‘\‘-‘i" Liktili, timsthi, tuskiti;
Assyr, taskuni, tasbati; Eth. teuglri, tlbdsi; Heb. ™31, in

I'x > >

pause VPR, WIOR, "WYR. In Mandaitic this fem. form
seems to have gone out of use. In what I have said I regard
ina as being the original termination of this person, and 7 as a
shortening thereof. Other scholars take # to be the original
termination, and consider #n, ina to be a later formation after
the analogy of the plur. a», 4ua.

The formation of the plural in the 2nd pers. is identical with
that in the 3rd. The normal form in the masc. is, as usual, the

o o Sls

Arabic ,, Jii5, The final # is preserved in Hebrew in such
words as ]mma p'\pnn [ﬁb&m or with fuller vowels in
pause, ;mvn nn:vn p:msn So also in Aramaic. ]%5&,31‘\

@MDL, Mand. mm’n or more frequently pm“)‘n. In vulgar

w Wl

Arabic the final syllable has been rejected, leaving | J3&5 sik#ilu,
tisnsthis, tuskiiti; with which correspond thc Assyrian laskuni,
tasbata, the Ethiopic tngéri, t¥bdsii, and the Hebrew Y317,

Ilmma, nuR; in pause, with fuller vowels, a'lsp'a, u}’ga’

m:ﬁm, 13,‘3&51'3, m’.‘:lm In Mandaitic too the # disappears

before the enclitics, as in the 3rd person.
The fem. corresponding with taktulina ought to be taktu-
lana; and this form is preserved, with the loss of only the final

vowel, in the Aramaic {2pR, <S40L. In Mandaitic; however,

it seems to have fallen into disuse. The Assyrian and Ethiopic
exhibit forms with the loss of the final »; Assyr. faskund,
tagbatd; Eth. tuglrd, t¥lbdsa. In Arabic taktulana is contracted
‘as I take it, after the same manner as the 3rd pers. fem,, into
taktilna, a form which is lost in the vulgar dialects, but has
been preserved in some examples in Hebrew, e.g. .‘l;!?pp'lz'\,

Ezek. xiii. 23, MI'WWR, Ezck. xxiii. 49, and a very few more.
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An example like ‘;&\2‘!!3, Song of Songs i. 6, shows that here,

as well as in other cases, in Hebrew the masc. was gradually
supplanting the fem.

The prefix of the 1st pers. sing. R is apparently derived from

af ooﬁ‘
the corresponding pronoun *J¥, U{. In Arabic it is JiGi (vulg.
aktul, amssk, askut), which appears in Assyrian, with the loss of
the final vowel, as asbun, asbat. In Ethiopic the vowel is

weakened, éugd, #bas ; and so also in Aramaic, sbPR \a-bb],

Mand. p13®y). Similarly in Hebrew, M anx ‘bg&
E}D&N but AR, WA, with the original a.
The correspondmg plural takes its prefix na from LN,

!J!:l!, ;J‘;": In Arabic it is J..':;; , vulgarly nektul, niktul,
nimsck, nuskut. In most of the other languages the vowel of the
first syllable is weakened; e.g. Eth. ndugdy, nélbas; Assyr.

niskun, nisbat; Aram. ‘7!\9PJ, \&A:ﬁ, Mand. P\:\W’J. The
Hebrew alone retains the original @ with gutturals and in verbs
V' and V'Y, e.g. WJ, but ﬂbﬁa: '13!7'!, 3D§, o¥pI.

The dual number is found, as in the perfect, only in old
Arabic and Assyrian; and only in the 3rd and 2nd persons, not

sobs

in the first. The 3rd pers. masc. in Arabic is M4, with the

same termination as in the perfect and in substantives. It
is represented in Assyrian, according to Sayce, by the form
iskund, isbatd, with the loss of the final syllable’. The corre-

P2

sponding fem. in Arabic is gl.us, to which the Assyrian inscrip-

tions seem to offer no counterpart. The 2nd pers. is likewise
P

u!.ij..:", which form serves for both genders, and is found in

rd

Arabic alone.
In conclusion, let me call your attention to the gradual
shifting of the accent here, as in the perfect, at least in certain

! [Delitzsch regards these forms as plurals.]
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forms. The original accentuation appears to me to be that
of the classical Arabic, viz. on the first syllable of the 3rd pers.
sing. ydktulu, in Eth. yéngd. In the lengthened forms of the
2nd sing. fem. and the 3rd and 2nd plur, the Ethiopic threw
forward the accent one place, &uglri, yuglrii -ra, téngéris -rd, as
compared with the corresponding Arabic tdktuli, ydktulti, tdktulis;
and this accentuation we find in Hcbrew in the so-called pausal

forms, *H3yn, w35, J5n; wbinn, wivi, vAn; be,
{53, 338#; and also in the vulgar Arabic sikeli, timstés,

tuskiti ; tiftilis, timsthi, tuskiti. Generally speaking, however,
the Hebrew, like the Aramaic, shifts the accent to the last syl-

lable, ‘7b,‘)*, ")q:\n’ 1‘75'7, 1‘7an The forms ending in #na,

@ina, are already accented in Arabic on the penult, and the
accent remains on the same syllable when it becomes final in

Hebrew and Aramaic, rsbpn, p‘)bp', @Sén.; So also the
Aramaic feminines in dn, [‘ZQP', t&ba.; ; whereas the Arabic

» Loty » batr

forms qu, ‘,_,L'iis, with the corresponding Hebrew ones, are
acceated on the penult.

III. The fmperative.

Passing on to the imperative mood, I would point out to you
its perfect identity in the masc. sing. with the nominal form
that constitutes the base of the Arabic imperfect. With sub-
stantially the same vowels as in the imperfect, the original forms
are §'tul, Ftal and Ftil.  Ncarest to this postulated original
stand the Aramaic forms \é:b.a, -.55, <.:3\; and the Hebrew
15!. V';t?, 3] (for NJ); in which latter the vowels # and s are
heightened by the tone, as in the imperfect. The Ethiopic
négdr, lfbas, show by the accent that more weight was given to
the first syllable than in Aramaic and Hebrew; and the same
appears to have been the case in Assyrian, where we find the
vowel of the first syllable assimilated to that of the second,
Subun, sabat, rikis. The Arabic attained the same intonation by
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mcans of a prosthetic 'a/if, with partial assimilation of its vowel
to that of the 2nd syllable. Thus, for é’ml the Arab wrotc and

[ TR

spoke 'rigtul, Jis\; for g'lis, "{lis, U.A,.\ but for fraf, he said

¢ s

3 J) » 'ifrak, not 'dfrak, because the vowel a appeared to him to

be too heavy for a merely prosthetic syllable.

As the fem. of £'t1l we should naturally expect £tulina, after
the analogy of taktnl, taktulina, in the imperfect; but this full
form has been nowhere preserved, except in such rare Syriac

forms as ..n.l..'L..MA.o or ....L-.l...&&é.o, e.g. ....:.Lp;l.],
“ remember thou me,” q...x..?n, -.a..!.....l...mzs, ....L....L‘...;..ﬂ'.
As in the imperfect, so here, the final # has usually been dropped,
e.g. Chald. "7&") ; and then the 7 has disappeared also, as in the

Syriac ....saga -..nLD], Mand. "D, "¥¥13. In the Talmid

the final ¥ is retained, at any rate in writing, e.g. "71")0, "an,

"7'7 The Ethiopic form is ndgdri, lfbdsi, with shifting of the
accent, as we might expect. In the Assyrian forms Swkini
or Sukni, rifsi or rifisi, sabti, the elision of the vowel seems
to indicate that the accent remained on the first syllable. The
classical Arabic too retains the accent on the prosthetic vowel,
"tthtuli, "{¢list; whercas in vulgar Arabic (Egypt) it is shifted,
nktitli, imsfki. In Hebrew the forms F'ti#li, F'tdli, are found in

pause, e.g. 'jsg, 'nf;;m, ’.}lf\; but also out of pause, according
to the #2fb, in I Judg. ix. 12, %3DP 1 Sam. xxviii. 8. Out

of pause, however, the word is commonly modelled somewhat
after the form of segolate nouns, and becomes nf'Z, kaf'll; e.g.

’55@, ']‘:7?, ™R, P P but the vowel of the first syl-
lable is mostly weakened to ¢, or even, in certain cases, to skvd ;
cg. *IBY, M3, W30, ok, WY, by,

The plural of kml we should naturally expect, after the
analogy of the imperfect, to be £'tuliina; and this form is actually

found in Syriac, @.&&A.o Usually, however, the # is dropped,
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as in the Chaldce 1‘79") and lastly the final # disappcars, as

in the perfect, leaving in Syriac the form aNado, o;fo!.

written in Mandaitic without the w, §V9B, “WNM3. The Man-
daitic however exhibits a few examples of the full termination
fin, or even, as in the perfect, yin, e.g. WV (with prosthetic
R), “lay waste.” The final 7 is also retained before the enclitics,
eg. n‘)\p’:v, n‘)\'mb. In Talmudic the # is often retained,
at any rate in writing, as Y3y, YaN). If dropped, it seems in
some cases to affect the vowel of the previous syllable, as “\D'N
(for Y*N) or the interjectional /R (“quick!”). The Ethiopic
form is, as we might expect, ndgtra, ltbdsii, with shifting of the
accent; the Assyrian, sukiniz or suknit, rilisii or riisii, sabti,
‘were perhaps accentuated on the first syllable, as the elision of
the vowel seems to indicate. The old Arabic retains the accent
on the prosthetic syllable, "s#ksuls, '{#lisi ; but the vulgar dialect
(Egypt) shifts it, ukuili, imstka. In Hebrew the forms #fili,

¥tdli, appecar in pause, as 1‘\5!, a"l':ig:’ \‘7515’ !pé;ﬂ, 10,
a:s{o‘ (for !3@’) Out of pause, the word is modelled somewhat
after the fom; of segolate nouns, and becomes Auf'lé, kafli, as
15?9, !P_v“!, !2!_1:3 Mostly, however, the vowel of the first
syllable is weakened to ¢, or even, in certain cases, to skvd; e.g.
N3, DI, 1oy, BOK; WHR, WP; WY, 13, compared
with the pausal 3’?3

For the 2nd pers. plur. fem. the normal form ought to be
#tulana, which appears in Syriac, with weakening of the vowel

in the last syllable, as é.}ofé.o If the » be dropped, the
vowel disappears with it, leaving N\a)o ##/. But with

suffixes the original 4 is restored, as o Napo, wi1Xa)s.
Similarly, the Ethiopic forms are ndgéra, bdsa; and the Assy-
rian, sukind or suknd, rikisa or riksd, sabté. The Arabic, on the
contrary, follows the analogy of the imperfect. As tagtuidna

s b

becomes laktiilna, so k'tuldna becomes u\iﬂ 'ubtitiina. This too
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is the Hebrew form, -'19'.‘5?, MYy, MY, In a couple of
instances the final 1) (also written ,]) is shortened into #, viz.
m_bﬁ Gen. iv. 23, and '&'ﬁP Exod. ii. 20; which is in accordance

(g

with the vulgar pronunciation of a form like .54, as heard in
Palestine by Robinson and Eli Smith, viz. duruén.

The dual is to be found in ancient Arabic alone, and its form
is analogous to that of thc imperfect, viz., "s#kt1la, for "ugtulans,
Kitnlani. It serves for both genders, like the imperf. taktnlani.

IV. Variations of the Imperfect and Imperatsve.

I now proceed to notice sundry variations of the imperfect
and imperative, which are used in the Semitic languages to
express different- shades of meaning, and which correspond in
part to the several moods of the Indo-European tongues. As
regards the imperfect, it has four such forms, serving as indica-
tive, subjunctive, jussive (cohortative, optative), and energetic;
whilst the imperative has two, the simple and the energetic.

It is in the old Arabic alone that these forms appear in full
vigour, clearly distinguished by their terminations. The imper-
fect indicative ends in u, ydktuln; the subjunctive in a, ydktula.
The jussive has ordinarily no vowel, ydksu/, but seems originally
to have ended in 7; at least the poets use ydffuls in rime.
Furthermore, the shorter terminations 7, #, and 4 are always
substituted for the fuller #na, fina, and dni, in the fem. sing,, the
masc. plur,, and the dual ; 2dkenli, ydktulii, ydktnld, not taktulina,
yaltulfina, yaktuldni. The province of cach form is also distinctly
marked out. The subjunctive is used in dependent clauses after

(2 f ¢ - .
. o . « ” « ” « 2
certain conjunctions, such as w\ that, Q‘ that,” | “that, in

-
® .

order that,” gi.. “until,” and the like. The jussive serves as
an imperative after § “not,” as jii; ¥ “do not kill,” and after
Js as Jii.;\ “let him kill" (commonly used in the 3rd pers.

’
L%

only). Preceded by r\ it designates the negative of the past, as

Jad ‘.\, “he did not kill.” It is also extcnsively employed in
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two correlative conditional clauses, whether actually introduced

by the conditional particle wl “if” or not; e.g. ‘.ﬁ Js\;i “’,‘
“if thou art hasty, thou wilt repent”; & =y Vg :j.‘.',_ o
“he who doth evil, shall be recompensed for it.”

In such languages as have lost the final vowels, these dis-
tinctions are of course no longer clearly obvious. The Aramaic,
for example, we may at once dismiss from our obscrvation.
In Ethiopic a special form y#ndgér is employed for the imperfect
indicative ; whilst the ordinary yéug¥ represents the subjunctive
and jussive, e.g. ATHA: WhC: LOPHIN: (y2'kdbka) *may God
preserve thee,” N2M+%: AIY%: “let there be light” Similarly,
in Assyrian, if the grammarians may be implicitly trusted, the
imperfect indicative is ifdkin; whilst 5kun has assumed an
aoristic sense. Of this fact therc appears to be no doubt.
In the so-called precative, however, we see a form exactly

corresponding to the Arabic jussive with J and the Ethiopic

with (:; e.g. 3rd pers. /lskun, li3kuni, 2nd pers. lutaSkun,
1st pers. luskun.

In Hebrew there is a somewhat closer correspondence to the
fullness of the Arabic. If we can no longer distinguish the
subjunctive from the indicative, we can at any rate clearly
discern the jussive, and perceive that it had originally the same
form as in Arabic. This takes place most easily in the Hiph‘il
of the regular verb, in the Kal and Hiph‘il of verbs ¥y and
Yy, and in the various conjugations of verbs n"s; though
there are equally clear cases in the Kal of some other classes,
where the imperfect has a or # for its characteristic vowel.
The form is used as an optative or an imperative, especially

after the negative '7&_{, or in the 3rd pers.; frequently too in

correlative conditional clauses, as in Arabic; and lastly, with
the so-called vdv comversive. On all these points see your
Hebrew Grammar or Mr Driver’s treatise on the tenses. Here
I shall only seck to illustrate the diffcrent forms. If you

compare NIRPSN with PR, or JONTOR with X, you

perceive at once that you have before you two forms corrc-
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sponding exactly to the Arabic Jj;:.; and JI:“\; TR or

rb_t_{: is, as I shall cxplain to you in a subsequent lecture, the

cquivalent of j:&} with thc loss of the final vowel; while

Wn or |BY' answers to the shorter d.w, ¢ being heightened

into # in the tonc-syllable. With vdv conversive this  may even
become & if the accent be thrown back, as ﬂ?ﬁ'} from ﬂD‘l’

So also in verbs y"y, compare [ﬂ:, 3D:, r'p:, with %, 3D",
WM Hiphil |2, 9B, with P9, B4, In verbs Y'Y, D
with DP! and DP; Hiphl, '3} with |2Y and J34, D' with
0! and W0, In verbs n”‘) the form is even more marked, if
possible : ngv’ but 3PM), MY but 8M; with tone-lengthening,
e, v, n::; ' =l .wa ﬁv’n with supplemental
vowel, 1, ¥, Sr N, b, ‘a;r In Picel, ¥, Mp, but
W, P, ‘m DJN; in Hiph'l, 7Y but PBY, 7T but TY,
W’ but Pﬂ’} with supplemcntal vowel, 37, Tl’) 5)’1
]b'\

Once more ; there exists in Arabic, as I have already told you,
an energetic or cohortative in two shapes, the one with the fuller

Graobs Gruby

ending anna, the other with the shorter an, J.‘LQ and ﬁ

If we scek after the origin of this termination, we shall perhaps
discover it in that demonstrative s, which we have already found
as a component part of so many pronouns and other demonstra-

) ef
tives, such as r'-i; n, NI, o) H \; and the like. 1 will not,
Brot,

however, prctend to decide as to the fuller form \i%, whether

L4
it arises from an intensive doubling of the » of 1i%, or whether,

Crotbs

as Stadc thinks, it is compounded of ulii,g and a particlc, now
lost in Arabic, cquivalent in meaning to the Hcbrew 8) and

W, L. 13
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% wf

Syriac D. If the latter be the case, ,ye,il would be exactly
equivalent to &3 ."ID!PN Similar is the form in the inscriptions

of S. Arabia, as in the tablet: AR TNRY WP

These forms, or at any rate the shorter one of the two, have
left distinct traces in Hcbrew in two ways. (1) In all those
forms of the imperfect with pronominal suffixes, where our
grammars speak of an epenthetic niin (Kautzsch’s nin energicum
or demonstrativum is a better term). This # is somctimes pre-
scerved, as a.‘ujnpi’ Jerem. v. 22, \.‘IJ':B’ Decut. xxxii. 10, 3.‘!)?3‘3"
Ps. Ixxii. s, JJ’?nt:t Jerem. xxii. 24, ’JJ;!D:_'J’ Ps. 1. 23; but morc
usually assimilated, as QB:I'??:, :'Q?’!]" , :Pw." JQQW’ Similar
forms are in constant use in the Aramaic dialects, though morc

widely in some than in others, and have even found thecir way
into the perfect with plural suffixes in Mandaitic and Talmudic,

as also perhaps in the Syriac form \QJ] \\.&: Mand. ]\,‘l)‘b&{j‘)
pJ'DNJ‘) though (@3] may here bc the indcpendent pronoun
=11 or 'ﬁbﬁ in Biblical Aramaic. In Phoenician this demon-

strative # occurs also in the suffixes appended to nouns. (2) In

/-ﬂ,
the separate forms in f1+. In Arabic uL;s\ may also be written
P 3 rutf

3554, and is pronounced in pause Y35\ 'dken/d. Hence is apparent
its identity with the Hcbrew n‘?bpt:{ Observe, however, that

whilst the form is fully inflected in Arabic, its use is almost
restricted in Hebrew to the first person sing. and plur.: .'M:lm{

POSYN, TIINY; NAPR, T3, RBR, TR, in pause, ‘with
older accent, n"bWt'{, :'I‘;D?ﬁ, n"l'jng, n‘za&&, n?se'{, nt?g{vg’{’

ng?’tg; NI, HQJEK:B, Very rare are cxamples in the other
persons ; e.g., in the 3rd, Ps. xx. 4, Is. v. 19, Ezek. xxiii. 20, Prov.
i. 20, viii. 3, Job xi. 17 (where some take .‘l'Bgl"\ for the 2nd pers,

masc.). Of a weakencd form in [+ we have two instances;
n?&f'_l’ Ps. xx. 4, and n{:tjpm 1 Sam. xxviii. 1§.
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These same energetic forms are also used in the imperative,

Grove Coulw

viz. in Arabic, um\ and UBB\. In Hebrew the form in |+ is
restricted to the 2nd pers. sing. masc., but appears in two shapes.

(1) With the older accentuation, .'l‘?‘bl?, ay. ‘?, from #'rtlan,
Fidlan; as .‘@WB and .‘QSQ Is. xxxii. 11, n:i'ab Judg. ix. 8

(Keehish), BV Ps. xxvi. 2 (Do); M, M, MyBY; with
suffixes ﬂ;}l@ﬁ , TN, MR, (2) More frequently the form
is adapted to that of the aug'mented persons of the imperative,
and the accent shifted to the last syllable; e.g. Him, m’m

u‘l:l_D? 7O1; or with weakening of the vowel, n:np m:b

T, npw With wecakening of 11+ into M+ we find } ‘lyﬁ in
Prov xxiv. 14, according to one reading, another being .

V. The Infinitive.

The snfinitive of the Semitic languages is in reality nothing
but a verbal noun, varying in form according to various modi-
fying influences. In Arabic the grammarians enumeratec some
farty of these forms in the first conjugation only, though perhaps
not morc than a dozen or so of these are in common use. In
the othcr languages the number is much smaller. In Ethiopic
there are in the first conjugation only two, naglr and nagirdt; in

Aramaic but one, St_q?b, w The Hebrew has likewise

two infinitives, one of which, however, appears under scveral dif-
ferent forms.
Among the commonest infinitives in Arabic are the simple

.o
e

segolates J.'G katl, kitl, kutl, as (_:J.o, J,.n hn.’- J{o, hs

L] P
}.‘. ; with their rarer feminines iL» katla, kitla, kutla, as ioo- 9
s b PET]

édos, i0a. To these—or still more closely to their Aramaic

cquivalents [the nominal forms] #'fal, ¥'til, ¥ tnl—correspond the
13—2
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forms of the ordinary Hebrew infinitive construct, Sb") and SbP
with their feminines n‘;br) or ‘l')ﬂl') and '1'7DP or . of
these by far the most common is sbp with suffixes ’pr and

'Jl;*nj ‘ﬂ‘?bp or *DP iSbP etc. Of the rarer forms examples

are: (1) .'.IDW BM ﬂﬂh HSW with suffixes, n.‘.\'.'ﬁ Gen. xix. 33,
Sayt: 2 Chron xXxvi. 19, n‘;pm Ezck. xx. 27, 'qul Is. xxx. 19.

(2) "IJHR Deut. vii. 8, 'l‘?bﬂ Gen. xix. 16, HR‘I‘ Is. xxix. 13;
HRJW Deut.n 27. (3) ¢ "9*2 Is. xlvii. g, nn:a Zeph. iii. 11,

‘L‘.\'\P Exod. xxxvi. 2, xl. 32, ."bbn Ezek. xvi. s, ‘l?bﬁ Hos.

vil. 4. .
The other Hebrew infinitive, the so-called infinitive abso-

lute, has the form £dfdl, as |, ':|‘I‘7.:l, i, pim, i, iy,
we, Since 4 in Hebrew ordinarily represents original 4, this
form scems to be identical with the interjectional or imperative
form katdls J& in Arabic. As in Hebrew "I‘Ib? means “ keep,

rsd

observe!” or 1533 “ remember |” so in Arabic J‘j means “come
rd

down!” dg:; “let alone |”

L4

VL. The Participles.

Of the active participle there would appear to have been
originally three forms, corresponding to the three forms of the
perfect, viz. gatal, fatil, and patul. The first of these, however,
is actually known to us only as a verbal adjective, e.g. D:n
'M' v‘m unless we except the fem. 7737, constr. mn Th(.
other two actually occur as participles: "hJ’ Jerem, xxii. 25,

xxxix. 17 (the only example of this form), ]W’ ‘713 R‘)b :m
etc. The place of 4afa/ has been usurped by an intensive form
kdtal, of which we find clear traces in the verbs n"s, eg. nﬂn,
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for idsai "N (which actually occurs as a proper name); and in
the usual feminine kdpdleth, for bdfalt, as NP, NI, N3,
nY3Y, in pause MY, with suffixes ﬁn‘_lbﬁ’, D;[a‘bﬁ'; as well
as, I think, in such construct forms as IR Deut. xxxii. 28, ]@J
Ps. xciv. 9. Far more common however than £#dfal is the form
kdtil, which may be explained in one of two ways; either as a
weakening of gdfal by change of a in the second syllable into 1;
or as an intensive of the intransitive £afé/, the usc of which has
been gradually extended so as to embrace all classes of verbs,

Its oldest form is the Arabic &dti/, fem. gdtilat, with which
closely agree the Ethiopic sdd%, fem. sdd#ft, and the Assyrian

sdkin, dsib, fem, sdhinat, dsibat, as also the Aramaic ‘Dtglg , &‘?ﬁp

v ilge?
\\.&'3, 'IA.C; In the Biblical Aramaic this participle is pointed,
at lcast in pause, sul?, e.g. Dan. iv. 10, vi. 3, vii. 9, but also fiii.
17, iv. 20, 34. In the same dialect the feminine and plurals have
moveable skvd, e.g. R%DE Ezr. iv. 24, n::lpa Dan. v. s, rjy?:

Ezr. iv. 17, ‘E‘?E, whereas in Syriac the skva is silent, va.?A.:.

]:30.‘3, whence it comes that in later Jewish Aramaic [and in

some Hebrew Bibles] we often find pathack in the first syllable,
though incorrectly. The moveable shévi is of course the older
form, coinciding with the moveablc shévi of the Hcbrew, and
the full vowcl 7 of the Arabic gdsilana, katilae*. The Hcebrew
form naturally substitutes d for 4 in the 1st syllable, and height-

cns the vowel of the tone-syllable into & whence ‘mip, fem.
HE).D'QP, in certain cases with fuller vowel n‘?ﬁ&’ , .‘l‘]}?

In regard to the passive participle, the Semitic languages
diverge from onc another more than is usual. Of the passive
voicc generally I shall treat at another opportunity. At present
it must suffice to say that the participial form ordinarily em-
ployed in Arabic is maftiil, with the prefix ma, of which I shall
have more to say when we come to the derived conjugations of

the verb. The Hebrew form katit/, L)}DP, is very common in
Ethiopic, but with the first vowel weakened, £%#/, fem. kitéls,
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e.g. s#hitf “written,” 'sir “bound,” mi’ “full,” fem. shéft, '¥sére,
wmlf%. The Arabic form J,: is also sometimes used in a

passive sense, e.g. I:;{; “a she camel for riding,” I;,i: “a she
camel for milking.” In Syriac too there are a few examplcs of

this kind, as Koo, 1A%a..3, “beloved” Tfaim, {llaim,

“ hated,” ]é‘ool“‘a thing stolen,” 1fsaths “a thing heard, a
rumour.” In Aramaic however the form ‘rg?, \..9.0, is pre-
ferred, which is identical with the Arabic ad:icctivc katil; cg.
J‘..».E;, e !;, },.:f Of another verbally inflected £4i/ in Ara-

maic I shall attempt an explanation when we come to the
passive voice

VIL. The Derived Conjugations.

A. First Group.

I next proceed to speak briefly of the more important of the
derived conjugations.

These are divisible into groups, the members of which closcly
rescmble one another in their inflexion. The first group consists
of three: (a) an intensive and iterative or frequentative; (§) a
form expressive of effort, with an implied idea of reciprocal
effort; and (¢) a factitive or causative.

1. The first of these, the intensive and iterative, finds its
expression in the doubling of the second consonant of the root.
You may remember that intensive nouns are formed in the same
way; that a word of the form £/, like DI or m, becomes

M_lgdl,likené_ior l‘l@ Now as the nominal £414/ lies at the

root of the verbal form £42¥/4, so does the nominal 24¢¢4/ at the
root of the verbal gJetd/d.
The Arabic, as usual, exhibits this form in its primitive integ-
Pl -4 Pa -
rity, gdttala; )55 “to kill many, to massacre®; =S “to break
L 73 PR Pd
into many pieces”; \’L “to weep much” or “constantly”; .



VviiL] FIRST GROUP. 199
P 2

“to dic in great numbers”; _iyb “to go round and round.” So

in Lithiopic, 2iYP: rassdya, “to do”; &3D: faundwa, “to send”;

RO0: samwea, “to call out” (where the vowel of the 2nd syl-

lable is modificd by the final guttural). In Hebrew the original

form was, of course, kaffdl; but as in the noun we find "ID& for

3K, so in the verb fiffd! for bdptdl, as 933, 93K, 93¢, DM,
bjgt “betroth to onesclf.” The & of the 2nd syllable is some-
times weakened to &+, as in 937, B3, D33 (with which com-
pare the change of & into ¢ in "3 for 933); but far more

usually into #, morc cspecially in pause, where it appears, owing
to the force of the tone, as #=. This change is probably owing
to the influence of the vowel of the same syllable in the imper-

fect and impcrative (SI@P_’_, slgl?) In the first and 2nd persons
the original short # is dominant, AN37, A37, DAY, 'FA739,
1737, In the pausal forms of the 3rd pers. sing. fem., and the

3rd pers. plur., the weaker vowcl predominates : .‘bﬁs, m?f::‘l?’
!ﬁé‘-[, Y, though we also find m!::lp, Micah i. 7. In the
Aramaic dialccts the weakened ‘7{9'?, '7(9"2, \\5.6 prevails,

except where a guttural, or the letter #, as 3rd radical, may have
V. ¥ V. P

protected the original vowel ; e.g. waD), 127.

Glancing at the imperative, imperfect, and participle, we
observe that in all the Scmitic languages the vowels of the root-
syllables arc @ in the first and ¢ in the sccond, £a#fs/. So the

imperative in Arabic, J}: kduil; in Ethiopic, 8 fdssom ;
in Hebrew, 937, &/p3; in Syriac, 3a.), HAS.  The nominal
form fd¢¥, intensificd to Adggl/, lies at the root of the verbal
form. Hence it appcars that the use of & in the case of radicals
3rd guttural, like y‘?.:-.l, npi, wa5}, 19, is due, not to the re-
tention of the original vowel under the protection of the guttural,
but to a later change of 7, &, into & under the influence of that
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guttural, Side by side with ‘:‘7 ﬂ@?, Prov. xxvii. 11, we have
Iy ¥R Nk ; and the pausal forms of the fem. and plur. are

always "'15‘.! , T\:I‘_l, not s-);-_!. ﬁ;-!

The imperfect is formed and inflected on precisely the same
principles as in the first or simple conjugation. The vowel of
the preformatives was originally ¢, yiclding the forms yakdftilu,
takdttily, etc. This pure vowel I find, however, only in the
Ethiopic subjunctive of verbs ist guttural, e.g. Pch2h: yaldddes.
Otherwise it is weakened into & as yéfassdm, LERA:. In
Arabic this dull obscure vowel appears in the classical language

»wss - @sw
Wy,

as 4, e.g. ; and the same is the case in Assyrian,

where we have the forms yusakkin, tuSakkin, etc. In vulgar
Arabic Spitta gives the preformative the vowel £, whilst the
vowel of the final syllablc varies according to the nature of the
last radical, yisaddak, yifattak, but yskallim, yirattib. In Hebrew

and Aramaic the preformative vowel is also ‘7@‘2', \\59’.!, save
that in the. 1st pers. sing. = appears in Hebrew and + in Ara-
maic, 937N, \\&':l As, in the 1st conj., the Ethiopic exhibits

two varieties of the imperfect, one serving for the indicative, the
other for the subjunctive and jussive, so here in the 2nd conj.
In the 1st conj., however, the distinction was easily made, and
effected by a mere change of the vocalisation; yfudgér for the
indicative, yug#r for the subjunctive, corresponding in form at
least to the Assyrian #dkin and #4wun. But here, in the 2nd
conj., some further change is necessary, because of the double
letter, which renders any mere vowel change almost impossible
without entircly destroying the normal form. The Ethiopic
therefore retained the normal y¥fdss®mn for the subjunctive, and
had recourse for the indicative to the form ydfésém, RLRao:,
the origin of which is not perfectly clear. That the doubling of
the 2nd radical has bcen dropped is certain; and thercforc it
secms most likely that the form gastd/a has been resorted to,
which would naturally appear in Ethiopic as gétd/a.

The active participle follows exactly the same vocalisation.
Its preformative in Ethiopic is ma, c.g. ®POPDY: ma'dummes,
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®neYY: makwdnnn. The Hebrew and Aramaic weaken the
vowel to & 37D, \\5.650 ; and this dull vowel is represented in

Sorw

old Arabic and Assyrian by #, Jii., musakkin, in modern

Arabic by & as mifattall, mdsaddak, mkammsl, m*allim.
The infinitive of this conj. also calls for a few remarks. Be-
ginning with the Hcbrew, we find the ordinary or construct

infin. to be l)lsp, kattél, from an original faftf/, The weakening
of the 1st vowel to ¢ is a rarity, as “%ﬂ Levit. xiv. 43, %P
Jerem. xliv. 21; DL,W Deut. xxxii. 35". Compare in the class
of concretes such words as ]JB, W, from gabbin, ‘avviy. The
same form kaff#/ serves for the infin. absolute (with weakening
TN 2 Sam. xii. 14); but with it occurs another, viz. SEP_, eg.
83"2, “br, 8B, 's'ﬁﬂ; The corresponding concretes are exem-
plified by Pﬁl‘\j “ chain,” N‘Iﬂp “zealous, jealous,” or, with weak-

ening of the 1st vowel, me, Sin3, ﬂﬁzp" "Bt (Job xL 2=
) , 0,
xxxix. 32), W8P (i 5Us).  These all spring from an original

L4

S @
kaftdl, the intensive of J\G, ‘755'2 The Arabic infin. J\S is

5 6 s

] 56 s e
therefore weakened from (JUs, as in <1d¢, a¥e, Jlas, as com-

s ¢, 86- 8

L
pared with the concretes 13, ‘.l: » JLas-. —The forms with
prefixed ¢, which are generally assigned to this conjugation,

§ Lo [ Sraos,

JGws, j_,_\m, 4345, we shall explain clsewhere.—In Aramaic
the forms of the infinitive diverge somewhat from one another.
The Aramaic of the Bible and the Targiims generally has the
form X9BR (Abtop) ; whilst the Talmad Babli, the Mandaitic,
and the modern Syriac, exhibit ’tzitsp; e.g. Talm. B. 'miay,

! [Kautzsch-Ges. (1sth ed., p. 143) recognises only two certain examples of the
infinitive const. with ¢ in the first syllable, viz. Lev. xiv. 43 and 1 Chron. viii. 8, and

in both the text is open to question; see Fourn. of Phil. xvi. 72. In 2 Sam. xii. 14
the inf. abs. Y}$) secms to be influenced by the sound of the following word BYI).]
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»ioN, 'f\‘?}; Mand, N'OYIN3, R™MIMONI, RMDNR, Nmany;
mod. Syr. 12ops, loé:®. This ’tgﬁwp_ is not casy to cxplain,
but most lil:e:ly., as 'Noeldeke thinks, it is connected with such
Hcbrew forms as s&aﬂ (plur. D’&W, Is. xlix. 20) and mw,
plus the originally fem. termination \ai, which we find in Syriac in
_u'.so.l, ....6.11', ctc. In all these dialects an m is occasionally
prefixed, Targ. R‘z@ﬁ?, Mand. x"l\i)xbb. mod. Syr. ]‘56.0.'.50.
h’od.»;SO; and this is the ordinary form in old Syriac, but with a

diffcrent termination, though also originally fem., viz. M&m
The prefixing of the m may have been due to the influence
of the participial forms, and of the infin. P&al, Waw. —In
Mandaitic and modern Syriac a fem. of R&gp_ is also in common
use as a verbal noun or infinitive, viz. kattdlta, as Rn'mpxb
“order,” NNININT “ provocation,” NPININT “ selling,” RAWNINT
. waming ", ]A:SDSOl “completion,” ]&o;.é “dcliverance.” The
most nearly corresponding forms in Hebrew are represented by
such words as ng,?; “desiring,” pa - care,” n.:l';); “terror,”
m'as; “cutting off (of rain), drought, distress,” n"l"J; “ punish-

ment,” n:é:g “drought.” These arc intensives of the form

]M &&dlta, found in old Syriac and still morc abundantly in
mod. Syriac, ]5.».:'1.. , ]&n.:.o, ]&w:_., just as K‘?@P_ is the
intensive of the Syr. and Mand. R‘?@P, m.";.n, hﬁé&. L'c;cn

2. The second verbal form in this group is that which
expresses an effort, with the implicd idea of a counter-effort.
Its expression lies in the lengthening of the vowel of the first
syllable, #dtala instead of kdtala. It is in general use in Arabic
only, but examples occur in Ethiopic too, the form being

A 4

identical in both languages, viz. &J,U, A/n: “bless”; ‘.S
“go to law”; ;!L{ “talk to”; ‘:;5\5, G4$: “play the hypocrite.”
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In Hcbrew its use is likewise restricted. It appears in this
language under the shape of £, for katdl, and is most common

in verbs ¥, e.g. ND “cleave,” !7':)571 “picrce, wound,” ;;ﬁn
“show mercy,” :l;ﬁb “surround,” ‘7‘21.1 “befool,” rx’h “crush

to bits.” In the ordinary trilitcral verb examples are rare, but
certain; e.g. BBW (Job ix. 15, 'DB;UD = Q..o.f\.s\.:), MB
(Ps. ci. 5, $197 03 WibD), Wb (Hos. xiii. 3, DY “blows
away"), P “to take root,” §37) 1971 “conceiving and uttering,”
Is. lix. 13. In Aramaic this form can hardly be said to occur,
save in Biblical Aramaic, where we find }'5:590 “set up,”
Ezra vi. 3. The inflexion runs entirely parallel to that of the

intensive form, and thercfore requires no special elucidation.
I will mercly remark as to the Arabic infinitive that the original

8 -
formis JU,3 Aita/, of which the grammarians quote one or two
g g -
examples, as a5 and JUus. Usually, however, it has been
8 -
shortened into JUS, though some compensated for the loss of

56 )
the long vowel by doubling the middle radical, U5, i\j.,

which must however have led to confusion with the infinitive of
the intensive. The Hebrew infinitives §91 and 37 hold fast
the original vowel 4, and would be represented in Arabic by

& rv

somc such words as (JU and %lsly, which do not actually
exist.

As to the participle I would remark that an example without
prefixed m scems to offer itself in the word ;jy 1 Sam. xviii. 9

(Kcthibh 1)), for the corresponding Arabic verb is ;_;{l:. We
shall have occasion hereafter to notice other participial forms in
Hebrew and modern Syriac without prefixed .

And here I may call your attention in passing to another
verbal form in Hebrew, which is in some cases identical in
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sound with this ‘7@’P I mean the form ‘7‘_7DP, originally
kataldl, katldl, when derived from verbs YY; e.g. ma for )3,
MY for Y79, and the like. Herc too we find an active

participle without prefixed s, "1‘1‘W “that lie in wait for me,”
Ps. v. 9, and elsewhere.

3. The factitive or causative conjugation of the verb secems
originally to have becen marked by a prefixed ‘Za, fakdtala,
contracted tdk{a/a Of thls formation verbal examplcs are

certain; perhaps also ‘:a.;,, TC®;, Déjl_ﬂ, ».\\L, if connected,
as seems probable, with the Assyrian root ragdmu “to speak,”
whence rigmu, “a word” (Delitzsch). For :'H'DI.] (Jer. xii. s,
xxii. 15) another explanation is possible. But in verbal nouns
of the infinitive class it is exceedingly common, though in our
Arabic grammars these are all ascribed to the intensive form,
with which, stnctly speakmg, they have nothmg to do. I mean

Sows & -l
the infinitives MIU and A.'iis J\.‘ii.‘; and J iij, with their
Hebrew and Aramalc equnvalents, such as Aram. and late Heb.
'I'Q!?jjl, §90 “shroud,” “wrapper,” N'J3A “model,” N3N

~ “interest,” ‘”DJD “benefit,” ni‘?um_'s “guidance” ; Syr. ]’A.s_"DSZ,
]’;...:AZ, Joalal « exchange,” JAamo?, ]A;..?iz, 18.5,2

]'A..;QZ._This form with ¢ appears to have had a sister form
with prefixed s or s&. In Arabic this latter occurs in rare

F S A x4
instances like __li. “dash to the ground,” Q_E.L.. “throw down

AR

flat on the back” (whence the triliteral ‘;j..;), and dal
“swallow,” as well as in the exceedingly common reflexive

.J.ii.{.a , of which, as well as of the corresponding Ethiopic forms
we shall speak in a subsequent lecture. The Himyaritic exhibits

the s in one of its dialects, {9IMD, ‘)PD. In Ambharic the
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preformative 11, sa, morc frequently Ah, as, is an ordinary
causative prefix, e.g. W{: “be honoured,” AhnN{: “honour.”
In Assyrian such forms as wsaSkin, “set up,” usapris, “spread
out,” wnsaghit, “let seize,” seem to be common. In Biblical
Ilcbrew, on the other hand, the prefix ¥ is found only in the

derivative nouns n;,:b;ﬂ “flame,” [from Aram. 3}1‘7@ “kindle”],
nhhg,?p‘ (Levit. xiv. 37), “hollows, depressions,” (rad. 'IVP).

6/
and L)!BJ? “snail,” (rad. 553 “moisten,” Jy). In the Aramaic

dialects, on the contrary, there are numerous examples of it,
such as L)‘?);ﬂ, Yoo, g, olas, [Ass, uém-;. bsas,
Q;m;. Tht; form with D is far more rare, e.g. :l.‘"l":lp, ‘7;'39,
Syr. ©0um, \Aam, wmad (rad. wil); Mand. MWD,

‘7*pmo “smooth.”—This initial s underwent, however, in most
cases, a further change into 4. Hence some rare Arabic forms

o s 4 AL

like t‘ » “let rest,” d‘; “wish,” J‘}‘ “pour out,” g‘i:b “give”
(for u:;\b, imperative of 93\&, from H’;\I “come”). This 4 does
not occur in Ethiopic or Assyrian, but we find it in one of the
Himyaritic dialccts, AR, JpR.  In Biblical Aramaic it is
common, in the forms ‘,‘D_Pj, Bbp.j, and may also be found

in the Targiims, at least in verbs ¥'D and |"B. In Mandaitic

there are likcwise a few instances, c.g. !7"71&‘! “cry out, lament”;
BN “despise”; P’BJR.‘I “lead out,” and P’DJ&"I “let
ascend,” as well as P’bR and P'DN. In Syriac it is unknown®;
but it is the usual form in Hebrew. Here the original was
haktal, with a in both syllables. For the first syllable this is
proved (i) by the vowel of the imperative and imperfect, and
(2) by the forms of verbs ¥'B, where &\, 3%/N, can only

J [5'730 and AN appear to be of Assyrian origin. N.]

« v
2 [The solitary form éﬂ-bﬂ"l. was regarded by Prof. Wright as @ loan-word
from the Ilebrew.]
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arise from ﬂ"j}j, 3‘:”]{1, For the second syllable the a is
establxshed (1)' by the vowel of the 1st and 2nd persons,

in verbs '|’l7 or "’lp The vowel of the first syllable was howcver
mostly weakened into 7, and that of the sccond into 7z In the
sccond syllable we should naturally expect = &, but the languagc
has in this case gone a step further and sunk ¢ into # Hence

_the normal S’np'l with its fem. .‘l‘)’bpﬂ and plur. !S'bpn
The rest of the paradigm does not call for much remark. The
imperfect 5'[9'?: is a contraction for S'D‘?j", of which fuller
form examples occur in Biblical Hebrew and Aramaic. The
normal ¢ is retained in Hebrew in the jussive ‘xg’?j, the infinitive

absolute l)tgp‘_‘l, and the imperative l)p'?.j and n;l?g'?.j m}!&ﬁ-}!
in Gen. iv. 23); but the long 7 appears in the heavier forms of
the imperfect '7“!99:, the energetic 13’?’!9,?:, n(?tgi?.j, the
imperative ’5’!9'?.:1, !'7’:?'?.:[, and the participle l?'bi?p The
infinitive construct varies between S'D_'?,j and sp'?.j, though

the former is much more common. A form like W’D;M'_l, Deut.

vii. 24, xxviii. 48, is a rarity".

The last step in the history of the factitive or causative
is the weakening of the initial % into the spiritus lenis. In Phoc-
nician the perfect is written with initial ¢, but was probably pro-
nounced #ff#/. Examples from the inscriptions are NX' “he
set up,” and W'IP’ “he consecrated.” This weakening is almost

//‘vf

universal in Arabic, where the form is written 33\ 'dftala®
In Ethiopic too it is exceedingly common; and the prefix ‘a is
used in this language to form causatives not merely from fatdla,
but also from gattdla, and even from kdtdla; as OEN: “ come,”
ADKA: “bring”; s “go,” Arhd: “make to go”; WiP: san-
ndya, “be beautiful,” AWIP;: ‘asanndya, “make beautiful”; ALKRP:

! [Indeed, the genuineness of such forms is doubtful ; sce Journ. of PAil. xvi. 73.]

2 In vulgar Arabic one hears islam for aslam, “he has become a Muslim,” but
this is a rare cxceplion.
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“ make one finish”; A\Pr}: “condole with one.” In Tigrifia and
Ambharic too it is in ordinary use. In Hebrew it is very rare
(’J:'\‘?&t_){;{ “1 have defiled,” Is. Ixiii. 3; D’M, infin,, Jerem.
xxv. 3); but in the Aramaic dialects it is the almost universal
form, \\&DT In one instance in Syr. thc vowel of the 1st syl-

lable is weakcned to ¢, viz. u.a:'l..l, as comparced with H_D;ﬁ&_(,

NN, —like the vulg. Arab. fL‘ mentioned above. With re-
' &
gard to the initial 4, I may remark that it disappcars after pre-

¢ Lo 8 Lo

formatives; c.g. in Arabic, Jii, part. Jiic; in Ethiopic, from

AY1L: “make speak,” PY1C: ydndgdr and PYIC: ydngr; Syr.
Ma.;, w The vulgar Arabic of Egypt has weakened

- L -
the vowel of the 1st syllable to 3, as yikkbir ( gre-ny yimbil

(:j&:) In the Aramaic dialects, the infinitive of Aph €l ex-

hil;its ncarly the samc varieties as that of Pa“él. The Biblical
and Targumic form is } "'.J.j, R‘?Qp@, corresponding very

nearly to the Arabic 5\5\; Talm. Babli and Mandaitic, "gﬁb’?l:t,
s f

“as DIBN, MIMe; NI “knecl,” XMW “condemn”; with
prefixed mz, NMIDRD “go,” RMNRD “bring”; Syriac, always

with m, &SA'QSB

B. Second Group.

The 2nd group of derived conjugations consists of four
members, scrving originally as reflexives and reciprocals of the
previous four, but often also as passives. The sign which is
common to the whole of them is the prefixed syllable 2. This,
whatever may have been its primitive form and derivation, must
originally have been quite different from the causative prefix zq,
of which we spoke above.

1. The reflexive of the first conjugation is takdtala. Of this
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we have two varieties in Ethiopic, th.}: takaddna, and th2i:
takddna, “ cover oneself, be covered”; T0PN: and H0PN; “guard
oneself, abstain, beware, be guarded”; +®4L: “be born”; +A4H:

“be taken”; +®00: or +40: “be angry.” In course of time
the prefixed 72 would lose its vowel, and take a prosthetic vowel
instead, becoming firstly #, and then 's# or stk Ilence the Ara-

maic form, 20PNR, more commonly, with weakening of the last
vowel, %PHR ‘7’&)'3]'\& In Syriac and Mandaitic we also find

a supplementary vowel in frequent use, \\.baél, s'bp'ny. The
Biblical Aram. has the spiritus asper instead of the lenis, SDPI'ﬂ

c.g. !rfn}.'\.j Dan. iii. 28. In Hebrew this form is of very rare

occurrem;e indeed. A possible example, without any prosthetic,
may be "l'ﬂl'\ of which the imperf. -nnnn occurs in Jerem.

xii. §, and the participle rnnnb in xxi. 1 5 If so, this form is
next of kin to the Syr. ""f“L! More certain is a derivative
from the rad. 'lPD» with the prosthetic spiritus asper, viz. ngl}j

“to be numbered, mustered,” e.g. Judges xx. 1§, 17, xxi. 9,
which is written without daghess and with kdmes wherever it

L Pl

occurs'. The Arabic form M\ standing for i35, offers us

the curious feature of a transposition of the preformative to the

A s <L d

place after the first radical, Jii3 for Jiis. This began no
doubt with the verbs which commenced with a sibilant, as in

Syr. p:':Aml, r&Am!, ‘QS“S].' ....:a.‘_d, >QSA..1, "?A"'l’ and

was gradually extended to all alikee. The Arabic parallel to

'1P_§nn is therefore oilil “to search for, inspect.” Curiously

enough the same transposition seems to have existed in Moabi-
tic; at least in the inscription of king Mésha‘ we find four times

(L 11, 15, 19, 32) a form DMAOM, from the rad. DMY, in the

1 The pronunciation as a passive VIPRRY, Num. i. 47, ii. 33, xxvi. 62; 1 Kings
xx. 27, is probably due to & misunderstanding of the Massorclcs.
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sense of the Heb. BI) “fight,” Arab, (:;65\ “ join oneself to,

adhere to,” “rage” (of a battle). It is also found in Assyrian, as
$takan “he made,” ift{kid “he committed” or “entrusted”; and

b b
in Himyaritic, without any prosthetic a/if, e.g. "WOND from "D,

‘7&3\% from ‘;sg, 99N) from 99). It would appear that forms
without transposition of the 7, as wcll as forms corresponding to
those of classical Arabic, exist in the modern dialect of Egypt.
At lcast Spitta distinguishes carcfully verbs of the form stfa‘al
or ##fi'il from the corrcsponding forms of the intensive with
double radical. According to him stfa‘al or s¢fi's/ is usually pas-
sive of Conj. I, as ithabas, itkasar, stmisik, itfikine; whereas the
transposed ifta‘al is more usually reflexive than passive, as
f'tamad, intagar, isfalak, istama' (“be heard” and “obey”).

2. The reflexive of the intensive and iterative is naturally

G

takdttala. This form presents itself in Arabic, Jii, and in

Ethiopic, T$L2r: tafadddsa, “be hallowed,” T¢RMP; tafassdma,

“be finished,” TAHH: ta‘aszdza, “ obey,” +d.Wch: tafassdha, “ re-

joice” (because of the 3rd guttural). It would gradually be cor-
a2

rupted into Jii5\ szkdttala, of which we find examples even in

classical Arabic, especially when the verb begins with a dental or
e

sibilant, when assimilation takes place, as )3.)\ “wrap oneself up

P 1] PR 2 ] rr®
in a garment,” cﬁ" “adorn oneself,” t““" “hear, listen,” aeol
-~ ' d

e

%% e )]
“ascend,” jal “give alms,” bl “regard as an evil omen.” In
rd '

o Pa >
oo

this way (uiii would become (,uixl, and s0 in vulg. Arabic
e ‘A”

JL;‘ it'allak, “be suspended,” i\ stnaddaf, “ be cleansed,”

or with weakening of the 3rd vowel, . i\, ifammim, “put on

a turban,” Here we have the origin of the Aramaic ‘;@Pm,

Syr. \A'.él.], in Bibl. Aram. '7@2[»'_1, as !3{!.]1:\"1 Ezra vii. 15,
W. L. 14
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v. 17, Dan. iv. I2, 20, 30, ctc.; with weakening of the last vowel,
[P, Dan. ii. 9 (K%7); as well as of the Hebrew form
bpna or bpn.  The assimilation of which I spoke above

as occurring even in classical Arabic, is common in most of the
%9
dialects. In Arabic a word like Jb\ makes in its imperfect

% s b
g for 5s%y. Just so in Ethiopic, from verbs with initial

dentals and sibilants, we have in this and in the preceding con-
jugation, such forms as ,Bfilw’b: from TNA@P: “be dipped, bap-
tized”; ,B..E&’;: from t243: “be covered, buried”; ,Bl‘-lﬂ(.': from
+014: “be broken”; .Béthd:: from +8hd: “be written”; PHNC:

from 'f'Hﬁ(: “remember”; 2R 2%: from 1-8.&1’: “pretend to be
righteous.” In Tigrifia this assimilation cxtends to all verbs,

,B’:M?Q:: “jt will be forgiven,” from +1£<:, .Bﬂ.W\i‘l: “he returns,”
from +®0h:, LERM: “it will be finished” from T&AA:,

LPNA: “he receives,” from +PAN:: Indeed the doubling
caused by the assimilation of the preformative seems to have
been gradually dropped in pronunciation, and these words are
now pronounced yégédaf, yomélas, ytfésam, y¥k#bal. Hence He-
brew forms like X377, 97, X337, are at once explained, as

well as the similar mbn In Mandaitic and the Talmad this
assimilation is as common in both conjugations as in Tigrifia.
E.g.in Mandaitic, not merely mr’m “were heaped up” ("WITNY),
DNDRDY “were stopped up” (Dsf:mny), but also NND'D
~ “opened” (ANBND), N'3' “wanted” ('QJJ"\D), o “killed”
(Gbpn) ; BRI «was fulfilled,” WRINTY “was collected”
‘7&“5&5% “ crowne(i” ; in the Talmiid, S*pp*p, 2D, Y3,
q%g'p for ra&gp*p, WD “cover thyself;’ (fem.),' and a[;pa-
rently with suppression of the doubling, PDY*N “ he gave himself
the trouble” ND‘?D’N “she hid herself,” *IY'R “I am become
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rich.” Similar phenomena occur in Samaritan; and even in
Hebrew we have at least one similar instance in the word Dgﬁt”{,
Is. xxxiii. 10,

Yet again, the Ithp¥é€l and Ithpa“al forms have a peculiarity .
common to them in several of the dialects. This is, that when
the first radical is a sibilant, the preformative is transposed and
appears in the 2nd place, as is always the case with the Arabic

rrl

Jeisl. Frequently too the I is changed into a 1 or a 3, accord-

ing to the character of the initial consonant of the root. So in

Hebrew, 5anty, ongi1, but pIbsn. So in Syriac, 15w,
m]o SQS'A-.L but ..LS”.', ‘o;;ﬂ! h'-n"s.'i “-;-23]- So in

P e

Arabic, in the conj. Jm\, }s..\)\ from f.}, ob)\ from ot;, t.du\

s er G

from s jlu\ from ),, In Arabic the assimilation of the two

letters is the rule when the first radical is @, o, o, or b, and it

If/
may take place either backwards or forwards; thus from )U

50 - 1/ PR ]

Lane gives )L,\ from .,sj_; o}.,\ and oj_;l “crumble bread”;

P2, | % vt o B

from J.i}, J...}'/\ and ),i.‘;’\, “cut the front teeth”; from g e ).)1,

srr s P

“ put on mail”; from td..\, C\a\, “journey by night”; from $.5

sor rr® oS | o9 ,r® (A

and J{o f.d\ and JS.J\ rather than f"\ and ;.:1 but from tu._)

e P

and g ).9, C;.:! and o )..ﬂ r\lg\ or rllp\ from rL\; u"\" and ,ab\

P ad

from u‘l’ and }dg With initial e and P this assimilation

rr® s @ -
is far less common, as t‘l,t, }.u\, u)‘\ tsu\ and with
o r B

and j it is very rare, as t.o...\, u‘)‘ Bearing these facts in

mind, we arc, I think, justificd in saying that a Hcbrew form
14—2
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like 1337 (Is. i. 16) is assimilated from Y2737, just as the similar
DOWR (Eccles. vii. 16) stands for DVAPR  with backward as-

similation. Similarly in Syriac, m for L:;Ai, s for
ainll, 122) for 1932]. Here and there we find exceptions to

the rule of transposition. In Aramaic the verb ‘avl exhibits
the forms |3IN" (in Euting’s Nabatdische Inschriften aus Arabien,
no. 11) and Ngj'_mb in the great Tariff of Palmyra (Fourn. Asiat.

1883, Aug. Sept., p. 165), A.D. 137 (last year of Hadrian). The
solitary Hebrew example will be spoken of below (p. 213).

sl

3. After all that I have said about the forms X5\ and

o, Grs

3i5, the third member of this group requires but little notice.
It is the reflexive and reciprocal of gdtala, viz. takdtala, which is

the ordinary Arabic form, as \’;\J; “to throw oneself down,”’

” - e

u;;\.d' “to pretend to be sick,” 145l “they fought with onc
another.,” So in Ethiopic, TN&P: or +NOP: “to shave oneself,”
+UHUN: “to show oneself gentle to another, pardon,” t¢NTh:
“they parted from one another,” fU{$PP: “he was torturcd,

s G

afflicted.” But J;\n; gradually became  Ji\is!, and hence such

o ®

s r®
forms in classical Arabic as gyUl “rush headlong,” J5U! “be

} P rr ®
heavy and troublesome,” 1,101 “repel one another,” Lil.l.

In the vulgar Arabic of Egypt the vowel of the 3rd syllable ;s
weakened to ¢ or to skéva, as sthamil, it'arik “struggled with,”
it'drddi, itndsabi. In Biblical Aramaic occurs the form D@W&} ,

Dan. iv. 16. In Hebrew we may regard EJPinc “stagger to
and fro, toss itself,” Jer. xxv. 16, xlvi. 7, 8; and rg&m, Is. lii, 5,
for PN3ND, “blasphemed,” as examples from the ordinary tri-

literal verb. From verbs )} I may mention ('?‘2‘91'\-'! “perpetrate,



ViiL] SECOND GROUP. 213

accomplish,” Ps. cxli. 4; ‘l‘ﬁar\n Is. xxiv. 19; M‘Il'\ﬂ Gen.
xxv. 22; PRAPI Zeph. il. 1; and Soinn.  And here 1 will
notice in passing one curious Hebrew form, though it does not

Rl s rlrr

belong to the conjugation Ji\&5, but to Jliis. From the
radical W is derived the Pilel bviE), “wander about,” and

from this the Prophet Jeremiah has formed the Hithpa‘lcl
mﬁrfnn in the imperat. plur. fem. n.‘)mﬁﬁnn Jer. xlix. 3.

It is the solitary instancc that I know in "Hebrew of the N not
being transposcd with an initial sibilant; and the reason pro-
bably was to avoid the sequence of three s, ﬂ)bbﬁnﬁﬁ

With regard to the moods and tenses of these three conju-
gations, there is but little to add to what has already been said
regarding the simple &dtala, kdttala, and kdtala. 1 will therefore
merely make a remark upon the infinitives of the fifth and

sixth conjugations in Arabic. As in the frequentative and
s G-

iterative we found the form Jui for JUs, though but little
used, so we look here for a correspondmg formation. This

s ¢
actually occurs in the rarc JU&, with assimilation of the

’; ® 5@ 59 s
preformative vowel. Examples  Jlosi, ‘.lb, dw, r\i.'d;

s %
to which we may add such concretes as '.\HJ “glutton,” &\ib

td

g ©
“foolish chatterer,” 3G “mendacious,” and the like. A great

o

many Hebrew and Aramaic words with prefixed ¢, especially of
Grote

the form I.U.i}, belong by their signification to this conjugation,

e ld
.

and not to the causative or factitive Ji&i. Such are in Syriac,
Tosin?, ]L".sauz 13a;2, 12a832; in Hebrew, mann,
“entreaty, prayer,” +)an “prayer,” nm'ann “secret,” D’Juwn
from VN7, MNA from RN, an from AN, cte. The

Arabic however generally uses another form of the infinitive,
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& boor
which is common to the sth and 6th conjugations, viz. X5

o -

and i\i5, with # in the 3rd syllable. These seem to be
closely connected with such Hcbrew and Aramaic forms as

pbt, ombY, D9, Bibl Aram. “WIPRAt “rebellion,”
Mand. wmis‘;ny, Talmud. ‘P, for PIBAW, “withdraw

LR P N
from, abstain from.” Ji&; is almost exactly represented by the

Hebrew concretes ‘7%;!‘\ “having a whitc spot on the eyc,”
WM “a kind of pine” or similar growing tree.

4. I pass on now to the last member of this group, the
reflexive of the factitive or causative, which is represented by
the 1oth conjugation of the Arabic verb and the E#af'al of the
Aramaic.

In Arabic the 1oth conjugation is the reflexive or middle

PR A X A" s s

voice of the 4th; as A...L..\ “to give oneself up,” ‘.\EL..\ “to

rrb 2 G

hold oneself upright, stand upright,” _ilsu.l “select one as a

srbst oo

deputy for oneself,” Jiid.,.\’ “ask pardon for oneself,” Jsd.-}

“deem something lawful” (for oneself to do). It is exceedingly
common, and is derived, as I cxplained to you before, from the
form saftala, by the prefixing of the syllable s This form
tasaktala becamc itsaktala, and then, by the same transposition
as is usual in Icbrew and Aramaic, sstdktala.  Hence its identity
with the Aramaic L)I_QPMR from ‘7&?‘)? It is found in
Himyaritic or S. Arabian, without a prosthetic letter, sataf*a/
from saf‘al, as &BDHD, BIND. It also occurs in Assyrian; as
ultissh-3ingt, “1 have set them” or “made them dwell,” for
uStisib [or usté5ib), from 2N = 3{_&':; altabusu, “1 did,” for
astabulu, from @3} (Haupt ¢pésu). In Ethiopic we had, you
may remecmber, three forms of the causative, ‘aktdla, ‘akattdla,
and ‘akdtdla; and so also we have three forms of the reflexive,
‘astakatdla or 'astaftdla,’astakattila and ‘astakdtdla; e.g. AP
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“to draw breath, be refreshed,” Atrb1$~0: “to entreat,” AtrtANP:

“to ill-treat”; ANTOIW: “be patient,” AhtLAWrh: “rejoice”;
ANtRANAN: “compare with one another,” ANtIfIA: “collect.”
On its inflexion it is unnecessary to make any remarks, as it
runs parallel to that of 'iffatale. The other causative form

s £

JJG\ ‘aktala forms in the Aramaic dialects a reflexive and
passive by prefixing the syllable e#4, as in the Palmyrene tariff
'79&1‘\’, ]'PYNND, from W3T, \&. In Samaritan, Syriac and
Mandaitic the assimilation of the ¢ with the following a/éf takes
place, c.g. y’jﬁm (NPYnY, “be found”), DIDNR (DIDAN

“be finished”), .aéZLI (aqu), ololl] (oba), ..Lym. a2,
L) (), BreaBrny, SREENNY, WawnY.

C. Third Group.

Of the next group of derived conjugations the characteristic
syllable is #a.

1. The most prominent member of this group is a reflexive

and passive of the simple form of the verb, in its original shape
na-katala.

In Arabic this nagdtala became first n*kdtala, and then, with

ot L P
prosthetic vowel, inkatala, Ji&\; as ;25\ “to split itself, open”

s L Id

(of a flower); ‘.)'(;\ “to lct onesclf be put to flight, to flee”; olisl

¢ ool

“to let oneself be led, to be docile o submissive”; J...KJ\ “to be

IR Lad
broken”; thi;’\ “to be cut off, to come to an end.” In Hebrew

the imperfect and imperative and two infinitives follow the
same mode of formation as in Arabic. The Arabic imperfect is

J_;;:',:; the Hebrew, l?@"j" for Sbig)’, with constant assimilation

of the prcformative to the 1st radical. The Arabic imperative
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is ‘1;;:\, the Hebrew ‘)g'?n, with the usual substitution of ;4 for

N in these preformative syllables. The Arabic infinitive is

J\.ii:\ ; the corresponding Hebrew form is ‘)b")ﬂ (with ¢ for ),

ihl'l ‘73&" beside which we have another form for the con-

struct mﬁmtwe, viz. Pn as DnL)n nnan ‘mﬁ But in the

formation of the perfect, the partncnple, and onc form of the
infinitive absolute, the Hebrew has taken a different line. In the
perfect the Hebrew contracted the primitive nakatd! into naktdl,
which was gradually weakened into nik¢dl. The original vowel
of the ist syllable is established by such words as m:ru

Ay, o3, TN (for o), 3D) (for 230Y), M) (for nasdg,
from JID:Q) ; whilst R;l:'lg, :‘II:IUXQ, exhibit an intermediate state.
The infinitive absolute is now 'ijJ, for naktdl, as ‘1‘]:-“:1;, qb.jlj.
[where the original vowel of the first syllable is protected by
the guttural following], Dh'?). R‘\PJ The Arabic participle,
formed after the analogy of the imperfect, with prefixed m, is

& rlw

Jiiie. The Hebrew, on the contrary, has no prefix, but
ex,hibits the same form as the perfect, with a slight difference
in the vowel of the 2nd syllable. As oan is differentiated
from D3R, so is naktdl, niktdl, from ﬂayal mb[dl c.g. rﬂm
= gt '\TRJ and ﬂ!&). 'l'?ﬁ B'DJ We shall have occasion
to notice a similar partlc:plal formatnon hereafter in the form
kuptdl, as "7?&\{ “ caten,” '1?3‘ “ born,” ni?‘? “taken.” In a
very few instances we seem to find an imperative after the
form nsktdl or nikgél, viz. 12:3'?.], in pause !Yé,?;, Is. xliii. 9;
Joel iv. 11; 1\‘?_) Jerem. 1. 5. The Hebrew form of the Niphal

seems to extend to Phoenician and Assyrian. In Phoeni-
cian we find JN) as the perf. Niph‘al of |N* “to give,” which we

pronounce either ]DJ or JR), and also [@/]3}), probably r}ggug
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In Assyrian Schrader gives such examples as snnabdit (N3)), “he
fled,” innamsy (DY), “ was seen,” iffaksn, “ was set up” or “re-
stored,” #55fbir, “ was broken,” ibbansi, “ were created.” The
imperative of iSTakin is given as naSkin, and the participle mus-
Sakin; the one resembling the rare Hebrew form r:P) (men-

& w
tioned above), and the other the common Arabic form J&i:,.

In Himyaritic Hal¢vy gives as an example the word ¥/BN3T,
with initial 4.

2. Of the actual Niph‘al of the Arabic and Hebrew there is no
trace in Ethiopic, but a cognate form is preserved in the prefix
an, which we find in quadriliterals, more especially reduplicated
verbs of the form kalfala, the Hebrew Pilpél. The meaning
of this formation in Ethiopic is not however so fixed as in Arabic
and Hebrew. It generally implies motion, sometimes reflexive
and reciprocal action; but sometimes too it is transitive, and
admits of a passive being formed from it. Examples: A}NiO:
“to walk about,” A}<£COR: “to leap, dance,” AYPpLPpL: “to
thunder”; A%}IN7: “to come together, assemble”; AYPOLO:
properly “to lean forward, prostrate oneself,” but generally used
in the sense of “lift up the eyes o7 heart in prayer”; AYneCnels
“roll” (intrans. or trans.); AYPOPN: “totter” and “shake”;
AYMAD: “to spread out” as a veil, which is only transitive,
Dillmann explains this curious phcnomenon on the supposition
that the nominal forms with initial na, like §7°£].2: “thunder,”
$reCn,C: “rolling, a whirlwind,” ¥PAPé\: “shaking,” gave rise
to the notion that the prefixed A might be identical with the
causative or factitive prefix A. Hence, according to him, the
occasional change of meaning, and the formation in a few cases
of a passive with T, e.g. THTPCI4: “to be rolled,” THMAH0: “to
be spread out.” This view may perhaps be correct; I am not in
a position to affirm or deny it. It may however be well to
inform you that the Assyrian grammarians speak of forms like
iftana“al and istanaf'al [Del. iftancal and ittanafal], in which an
n is inserted, and yet the meaning of all the examples cited by
Schrader is said to be transitive.

% [Those cited by Delitzsch, p. 333, arc mostly intransitive or roficxive.}
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3. Another member of this group is the Hebrew Nit/pa“el,
chiefly post-biblical. The Biblical examples are 9B3) Deut.

xxi. 8, for 9B3N), “be atoned for, forgiven,” and !‘t_}p Ezek.
xxiii. 48, for h@'p_'g, “let themselves be warned.” In ‘post-bib-
lical Hebrew it is common, and has usurped the place of the
perfect Hithpa“?l, as ¥RY), '73339?, J2 7, N2, and is then
extended to other formations, as 1;VWJ, R, HQD‘?

-----
. .

‘“she is become a widow.”

4. Lastly we may reckon here the third conjugation of the
quadriliteral verb in Arabic, where the letter # is inserted after

PRd 7.

the 2nd radical ; as u"*“j‘ “to open” (of a flower), “to bloom”;

o bt s L

‘.'su')a.\ “to be gathered together in a mass or crowd”; vi.&L.\

“to lic on one’s back”; J.su'ui\ “to flow.”

D. Fourth Group.

I will next speak briefly of a group of reduplicated forms.
This reduplication is of different kinds, but always takes place at
the end of the root, not at the beginning. The chief varieties
are, to use the Hebrew terms, Pilél, P¥al'al, and Pslpél.

1. Starting from the root £atala, the simplest form of such
a reduplication is the repetition of the 3rd radical, fatalala. But
katalala would naturally become gagldl, which would be weak-
ened in Aramaic into ag/él, and in Hebrew into £itlél. Aramaic
examples are not numerous; e.g. 239 “mix up, confuse”;

,.5;3: “crumble,” 2;:-2” “separate,”’ ;;:.;.i “ practise, reduce to
slavery,” with its passive z:niﬂ ; s,'.s:': “irritate,” and :L")L]

“to become fierce”; éoo"ll] “to be intelligent, sensible.” In

Hebrew this form has taken the place of Pi“él in verbs Y'Y, as
9713 (better from 3) than from T, P, Ty, etc, and
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forms a reflexive and passive with prefixed /s, B‘gygm In
other classes of verbs it is rare, but we can refer to it pgg “to
be quiet, still,” Jerem. xxx. 10; Job iii. 18; pyp_ in the fem,

“to be withered, wither away, mourn”; and from verbs 1"7,
m&J contracted ;‘nR) “to be seemly, beautiful”; M'J" R ek,

from "'1'.1',9 “to shoot,” and the reflexive ; '\3}_1_{'_\0.‘1, from nW,

As to the Arabic development of the original fatalal/a, it gene-
rally took the following course; fatalala became k¥talala, tkta-
lala, and finally sktalla. This form iftalla appears in the Arabic
paradigm as thc 9th conj of the verb, with the cognate iktdlla as

% s

the 11th; e.g. )\ and J\, )\ “turn away,” (tu )\ and ul; J\ be

scattered,” .»" \ “run quickly,” ) \-.:.\ “be dishevelled”; and con-
) ® o

stantly of colours and defects, as z ,:\, z ,s\ “be crooked”;

L P

d”“ d‘)"‘ “ squint’ ,}q“’)t“\’ “be yellow" U‘N" uo‘d\,
“be white” The uncontracted form skfalala survives only in

sl

some examples from verbs 3rd rad. g or g- as 4,_:)\ “to

abstain, refrain”; (544>-! “to become brownish,” with its byform

s

‘g, ,:.\ .,,s,.'».\ “to stand on tiptoc.” A kind of reflexive or

passive, with 7 mscrtcd after the 2nd rad., may perhaps be dis-
L4 T4

cerned in the rare 14th conj. of the Arabic verb, .)Lw\ for

;i,:,:é ; as gl(.\!.»\ “be jet black” (g.\h.), g.’J.iK:.\ “be long

e o ¢ 2y

and thick” (of the hair), uwisai! “have a hump in front”

o o

)

-

2. A stronger form of the reduplication consists in the
repetition of two radicals, the 2nd and 3rd. Hence the form
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gataltala, appearing occasionally in Aramaic and Hebrew as
kaltdl; e.g. MWD “to beat violently” (of the heart), Ps.
xxxviii. 11; -@-@g "‘to be red” with weeping, “to be agitated
or troubled.” S{miiar cases are Ps. xlv. 3, D'p:g:, which should
probably be read D'b’@' ; and 127 !J._'I'ts s Hos..iv. 18, probably

in the first instance a mere clerical error for 32727, from 27,
Aramaic examples in derived conjugations arc m&m&»&]
P » v ;A.. “ . e »
to dream, Gy l to imagine.

3. The form kalkala, Aram, kalkél, Heb. £ilkZl, is often pro-

o b oo

duced by the repetition of an imitative syllable. E.g.  iiis

XA Zd P
“to make things rattle or rustle,” (wsu, “to whisper,” N

e ld

“to neigh,” ,i,i “to gargle,” q;ax “to chirp.” Very frequently
it is formed in Aramaic and Hebrew from verbs }"} and Y'Y by
repeating the two chief letters of the root; e.g. in Aramaic,

1919, L Oy 2¥d, WaNS; wis), Lipol, sotod; with their
reflexives; in Hebrew, ‘?gsa, 5‘?5‘3’ y@g;ﬂ “gladden, take
delight in,” ‘7'_.'}(73, !_)'mjb, '7@‘7@& ‘;casting”; with their reflex-
ives and passives.

4. Under this head I will next mention what is called in
the Arabic Grammars the 12th conjugation of the verb, wherein

the second radical is repeated, but separated from its fellow by
the introduction of the diphthong ax. The original form was

It ld Il Xl o PG

Jegnds which became in Arabic d.:,u\: as (ooy3s| “be arched

or curved, hump-backed” (;.u;), ;.;;.;:\ “be gathered
together” (4.;.;;), 4..:)3;\:.\ “be jet black” (g:,J.L:.), J};\

“be sweet” (;l:.), 9; ;:\ “ride on a horse barebacked” (;; };)
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I find a few similar forms in Syriac from verbs final © and
e.g. u!OI'.Nr' “to boast or brag”; _.io:i.&! “to lic down, be

hidden, be blamed”; ..-.éo&.&l] “become young, be smecared

over.” In Hebrew it can hardly be said to exist, unless we
take count of “¥j¥N “to blow the trumpet” (D‘j‘f?t!p), from

ﬂjﬂl’_‘l But the form is doubtful, the £%¢ being b"'.\‘m_'lp;

and even if we assume it to be correct, 13‘]3!_'! might stand for

29N, as m}y' in Is. xv. s, if correct, stands for hiﬁy’

S s we?

5. The reduplication of the form gatalala or katlala seems
in some cases to have been softened into #at/aya, which would be

represented in Arabic by katla J}; , and in Aramaic by "7&,‘2
Such words are in Mandaitic 8'3N8) “to bewail,” R’ﬁ?&.} “to
make an alien, estrange”; in Syr. oo\ “ terrify,” u!-ﬁ.; “es-

trange,” ....;;.'&“bc deprived of, fail, perish,” catD © expose,”
...ol;\" deport,” with their passives. In Arabic a passive of

this form is found in the 15th conj. of the verb, Jﬁ\. with

L= 0

inserted after the 2nd rad.; as \,L.'\g»\ “to be swollen or in-

flated” (L;;.), ‘.,JL;\ “be stout and strong” (.:\L; “be hard”),

Curiously enough, a few verbs of this form in Arabic have a
4 L PlLe e

transitive sense, e.g. (saJul “to overcome” ((s3, “strong,

- et

brave” & ,21 “to assail, overcome”; and, still more strangcly,
) & f’ gely.

the only Mandaitic parallel, N'ADRTNY, “to be shaken,” is
derived from an active 828", which however does not occur
in the cxtant litcraturc,
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E. The Passsve Forwms.

Lastly, in this enumeration of the verbal forms or con-
jugations, I would call your attention to the real passives, as
distinguished from the reflexives and cflectives, which so often
discharge the functions of passives.

In Arabic nearly all the conjugations arc capable of forming,
and actually form, passives by means of internal modification of
the vowels of the active voice. Therc are of course exceptions,
which will readily suggest themselves to you. For instance,

oo e - oo

a verb like C\, “to be good or right,” ) “to be glad,” or J&

-y G
“to be heavy,” cannot have a passive; nor one like o)..l, ..»\,...‘,

“ to be black.” The vowel-change in the passive voice consists,
generally speaking, in the substitution of duller sounds for the
clearer ones of the active, the vowel # almost always playing
a prominent part.

In the other Semitic languages the use of these real passives
is far less frequent. In Hebrew the largest survival is found ;
much less in Aramaic. In Ethiopic they have, to all appearance,
utterly vanished. In Assyrian Sayce states that “a passive
formed by means of the obscure vowel #” exists for Pa“él,
Shaph‘@l, Aph‘él, and Istaph‘al; but I do not find that he is
supported by Schrader or Oppert. From my own knowledge
I cannot speak®.

. 1. In Arabic the following are the principal passives:

Peiecl. ImpeArfect.
(1) k?ala kutila - yra._étulu yuktaly '
(2) #attala &uttila yubattily yukattaly
(3). édtala kitila yupdtilu yupdtalu
(4) 'aktala ‘uktsia yuktily yuktaly

(5) takattala tukuttila yatakattalu  yutakatialu
(6) takdtala tukditsla yatakdtaly  yutakdtalu
[(7) inkatala unkutila yankatilu yunkatalu)
(8) iktatala uktutila yaktatilu yukiataly

(10) istaktala ustuktila yastaktilu yustaktalu

} [According to Delitzsch, p. 349, the permansives II. 1 and IIL 1 (Pa‘‘el and
Shaph‘el) may be used cither in active or passive scnse, but without differcnce of form. }
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2. In Hebrew the formation is similar, but not identical, the
vowel a4 predominating throughout in the second syllable. The
passives in use are:—

(a) Intensive and iterative, fuffal, kottal, imperf. yibuttal.

The infin. absolute has the form Sbl‘) as 335 Gen. xl. 15. The
participle appears in two shapes, the one with prefixed s,
mkugidal ; the other without it, as L)DR '1'73 T'DL) :'1‘7‘71‘!, Ezek.
xxvi. 17. And herc it is curious to remark in what dtﬂ'crcnt
ways the several Semitic languages have made use of the mate-
rials at their disposal. The HHebrew infinitive ‘7*9,? stands for
kuttdl; but the corresponding form in Aramaic is a verbal noun

from the active Pa“el, e.g. ]suo.& “theft,” 3o1 “ warning,”

kalas « finishing ”; whilst the Arabic uffd/ is now the plural

of the active participle of the simple verb katala, as kdti=, a

“murderer,” futtdi™, “ murderers.” So again, the Hebrew par-

ticiple ‘73& stands for 'ukkd/, a sing. masc.; whereas the corre-
v

sponding form in Arabic is another plural of the active participle
of the simple Zatala, as sdgid, “worshipper,” suggad, “wor-

shippers.”
(6) The form expressive of cflort, kdfal, imperf. yekdtal, as

3”':@"', Job xxxi. 8.

(¢) The causative or factitive, koktal, hubtal, imperf. yoktal,
Other forms are comparatively rare, but I may mention:—
(d) Hothkatal, in the form ﬁPBn"! Num. i 47, ii. 33,

xxvi. 62; 1 Kings xx. 27 ; instead of hpan.‘l
(¢e) Hothkattal, in nxzam Deut. xxiv. 4; n.w)-m for

ﬂm.':!, Is. xxxiv. 6; D337 infinitive, Levit. xiil. 55, 56.

In these two cases, if correctly pointed, observe that the
Hebrew changes only the vowel of the preformative syllable;
whereas in Arabic it is the vowel of the first radical syllable
that is modified, and that of the preformative is assxmilated to

o wle [ P T ]

it. Compare ‘,Aw\ with mpam or vu.u with 'uw'n
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(f) A curious form is presented to us in the Hebrew
1‘7&1.1 Is. lix. 3; Lament. iv. 14. This is generally explained

as a passive of Niph‘al, n‘m.u Zeph. iii. 1. I should rather be

inclined to regard it as a quas:-anh‘al formation from the Pi“el
'7&33, Pu“al '7(53‘ If you adopt the former view, you must

- wbo

regard !53;13 as = \}..i.‘p\; if the latter, I can produce a parallel

s 6

from the vulgar Arabic of Egypt, viz. gadil “it is lost, forfeited”
P R

(Spitta, Contes Arabes, p. 9 1. 10), from g “to lose, forfeit.”

Here again perhaps the Massoretic punctuation may be erro-

neous (1‘7&.1)?)
(¢) Kuplal, in ‘7‘7:»:

(%) Kolkal, in 1‘73‘73 1 Kings xx. 27, and PEypm,

T VY
Is. lxvi. 12,

3. Of the Aramaic passive the chief traces arc the following.

(a) The passive of P#al, in a form which appears at first
to be that of the passive participle £#¢/, and is accordingly
generally so treated, even by Kautzsch. In my opinion, how-
ever, the verbal flexion of this form forbids us to regard it as a
participle, and Noeldeke is right in adopting the other view.
The form was originally guf#/, but the weight of the accent
produced a lengthening of the vowel of the 2nd syllable, whilst
that of the 1st syllable was weakened in the regular verb to
simple sh&va: ™o Dan. iv. 30, 2 (N Dan. vii. 4, 6, N3

"Eziav. 7, ‘)’DP Dan. v. 30, D’ﬂﬂ Dan. v. 24, DSU Ezra v. 16;
3rd fem. nsb: Ezra iv. 24, n:l’ﬂ’ Dan. vii. 27, h')’b) Dan.
vii. 4, np’jg Dan. v. 28, n‘_rpp Dan. vii. 11; 2nd sing. masc.
N8R §n Dan. v. 27; 3rd plur. masc. 3341 Ezra v. 15, ¥BI
D;;l. i}i. 21, !b".@ Dan. vii. 4, m"f\? Da:'n. vii. 10. The dis'-

tinction of form is clearcr in the case of verbs t{"‘?, where the
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perfect passive is ’l?i‘ Dan. ii. 19, "75 Dan. ii. 30, "R Ezra iv.
18, 23; plur. 1’@'! Dan. iii. 21, vii. 9; whercas the form of the .
participle P¥1l is 7733, N, *P, XW, plur. rj;d Similarly

PR

in the Palmyrene tariff, 2 = Arab. (i see Sachau in

ZDMG. xxxvii. pp. §64—S5.
(6) The passive of Hipl'tl, viz. Hopl'al, in Biblical Aramaic
and the Palmyrene dialect, viz. nlj;,"l Dan. v. 20, 2% Dan.

vii. 11, p@.‘:’t Dan. vi. 24, ’7;_7:3 Dan. v. 13, plur. 1‘7@.‘3 Dan.v. 15;

fem. sing. P3YWY Eara iv. 15, '> NBOVY Dan. iv. 33, O
¢ - 3

Dan. vii. 4 (cf. = o23l); 1st pers. n;PJ?.j (not N)_) Dan.iv. 33.

Very peculiar are the forms mﬁ*n Dan. vi. 18, and WB‘U

Dan. iii. 13, the vocalisation of the st syllable of which is as
yet unexplained. Similarly in the Palmyrene tariff, WR (from

W), e NMND WK MDY imperfect 2N, cg MM
TP |5 " DD REYID DYd; part. pob, c.g. &5 Oy
NDWI poi; S, cg. g M bioan s
a1 paw, for pau e.g. W NOWIN b 73 Gynind M D

pERD.
(©) The passive of Pi“@, viz. Pu“al, in the Palmyrenc tariff,

0, cg. [BK NoEb ar w Syeny v e (5 (o)

(@) The passive participles of Pa“dl, Aplh'el and Shapk'el,
formed exactly as in Arabic. Thus in Biblical Aramaic 1"?;:[?,
‘7‘?&3 but ]’nBJb “bound,” Dan. iii. 23, 24, from nggp;
t{l'ﬁnDD “hidden things,” Dan. ii. 22, from 13_19?, t?B;ﬁp

v v:=

Dan. v. 19, and "D‘)b T\PTJTID Ezra iv. 15, but HBM'ID Dan.
ii. 15, or NBY¥ND Dan. iii. 22, from H¥AND, Rynb. Also from
Pdal, r‘):lﬁbb “sct up, crected,” Ezra vi. 3, from Sjmb

W. L. 15
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Exactly so in Syriac, ,.;9'50, ,.::':50; .n.as’o, .o.ﬁ&’o; ,5.;’.50,
,z’;;‘.&o, and in Mandaitic, ‘l*ﬁs:m “ blessing,” "R:m:b
“blessed ”; N'DNID “covering,” 'WDRID “covered”; ™BNRD

“teaching,” P/NTBND “taught,” P"m “bringing out,” P&b&b

-

“brought out” The corresponding Arabic forms are Jiie,

Vow s L

JAie; ‘}J\&oa Jilie; .Jiio Jide,

(o) The existence of passive partncnplcs of Pa“cl and Aph'tl
after the Hebrew formation is not certain in Mandaitic, but Noel-

deke gives for the Pa‘“cl the possible instances of R'S\D “the
highlands,” for &’Lﬁm and NPPAD NIWD, a name of Paradise,

lit. “the taken away of nghteousness i.c. “the (land) of righteous-
ness that has been taken away,” nm On the other hand, the

existence of Pu“al and IHoph'‘al partlcq)lcs in modern Syriac scems
tolerably certain. For example, in Pual, .o\ Momao “ I have

healed thee,” is literally «a\ AJ] Samanto “thou hast been
healed by me,” the fem. being ....k l\&nmo.::, for Ebmo.am
- ...ASI So also in Pu“al, ].}901, sibinné, for O'I% <2,
for o1\ Sopo; in Hophal, 30008 “raised up,” Solato

“exalted”; with weakening of the vowel in the 2nd syllable.



CIIAPTER IX
TIE IRREGULAR VERBS.

I Now proceed, with the Hebrew Grammar in hand, to explain
to you the principal forms of the Irregular Verbs, comparing
them, as before, with the corresponding forms in Arabic and
Syriac, and more rarely in other dialects.

L. Verbs Yy or Geminate Verbs.

I begin with the verbs "}, or, as they are called in Arabic
Grammars, the dowbled or geminate verbs or the solid wverbs.
The peculiarity here is the contraction of the trisyllabic root into
a disyllable by the rejection of the vowel of the second radical
or some othcr modification.

In classical Arabic the rules of contraction are few and
simplc.

(a) If all three radicals have vowels, the 2nd radical loses
its vowel, and unites with the 3rd, so as to form a double letter.

P ® - o

Hence 4., "to cause,” becomes « .. e “tO touch,”

-
® . o,

e -
Uaei 3> “to become dcar” (to one), «—w. The original
form may be retained in poetry, for the sake of the metre, as

v - + -
Y4045 for Y40, “they are stingy”; and in some verbs of the

P

forms Ja3 and Jas the contraction docs not take place, as o

'd

“to be knock-kneed,” ‘é’J “to be sorc” (of the cyes), ;:J “to

s

be wise,” (“" “to be ugly.” Vulg. Arab., madd, ‘add, zann.
15—2
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(6) If the first radical has no vowel, and the 2nd and 3rd
have, then the 2nd radical throws back its vowel on the 1st, and

unites with the 3rd, so as to form a double letter. Hence s

$ s “ s Lo 3 s e e 3o
becomes i _wansosy o2’ Py !).g', }g The original forms
@y L ow % e
may be used by poetic license, as Jl=u for J=v. Vulg. Arab,
yesunn, ye'idd, yisalh.
(¢) If the 3rd radical is vowelless, no contraction, generally

o Lro
speaking, takes place. The forms in ordinary usc are =,
e L e o G o

Dttt 5 Gt o

-

(d) Forms that might by rule rcmain uncontracted arc
sometimes contracted in different ways. For example, the jus-

% - [ S o [

sive of s i uuy, and the imperative _u.ul; but both

are usually contracted, with the help of a supplementary vowel,
P we P -
into _ww and .. Vulg. Arab, sunm, ‘idd.

Bearing these rules in mind, we may procced to compare the
Arabic forms with those of the Hebrew and Syriac, using chiefly

% 4
as our paradigms o), 2D, and 2.

Kal. Here the uncontracted forms are relatively far more
common in Ilcbrew than in Arabic, as ‘7‘_7!:!, 131, 930, 33D,
fem. 177, plur. 37, ;m_'!g, 123D, *H33D, The contracted
3rd sing. masc. 2D and l.:': stand for sabb and baszs, and these

o om

G
for sabba and basza, sababa and bazasa, like o y, for v, Add a
suffix, and the doubling immediately becomes audible, 230, nhp_

vy ®-
for fabba-lus; Aram. —a10j; like Arabic \,;..:). In the same
way in the 3rd pers. plur. 33D, Y3, J. Aram. 3, Syr. a0y,

%o @ oe
for sababn, tamami, dakakii, as in Arabic \yo, for \,o.s). The
retention of the tone on the i1st syllable is in accordance with
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the primitive accent, but it is often shifted to the last syllable, as
31, !5'_1. The real existence of forms like az‘-’m, Gen. xlix. 23,

and m‘:j, Job xxiv. 24, is somewhat doubtful; but if genuine,
they would find their analogy in the Arabic forms of praise and

o Be e U w e @b o - - oo

@ o
blame, e for _ue, e for s and ow for oey. In

the 3rd p. fem. sing., Syr. U5 stands for bassath (Bibl. Aram.
nn, n‘pg, Mand. NNDRD, NN, nxSx), basasat; and simi-

[ L o ew

larly 13D, for sabbath, sababat, as w0, for www,. The pri-
mitive accent is often retained, as in m‘-jli , .‘h'é, but may be

shifted, as in n'iﬂj , Is.vi. 12, In the 1st and 2nd persons, the

e Leow @» Lee P oo

normal form is the uncontracted Arabic w0y, @y Uoy),

which we find in Hebrew only in the forms *AbBY, Zech. viii. 14,
15; NI, Deut. ii. 35. But these forms may be altered in two

ways even in Arabic. Firstly, the 2nd radical may be dropped,
and its vowel go with it, or it may be transferred to the 1st radi-

o L o Gow o L L PR e o

cal; as ey, for @y, b or b for Wb, e for
-t - . N - -

e, So in Aramaic 112, QL1D, D, for basasta, basas-

tén, basasnan. So in Hebrew, NBR for tamamnn, Num. xvii.

28. The 1st pers. sing., however, in Aramaic, is HP'_I, Mand.
P'ORB, Nowd, NN, Syr. L.lé for bazsith, bassit, basasti.

Secondly, the 3rd radical may coalesce in the usual way with
the second, and to make the doubling audible a vowcl-sound may
be inserted after it. This vowel-sound seems to have been that
of the diphthong an or ai, which was favoured by the corre-
sponding forms of the verbs 3rd 3 and oS s c.::;.a.i, g_-,._;,.).
More probably however it was af, which is far more frequent in
the language than aw, occurring alone for instance in all the



230 IRREGULAR VERBS. [CHAP.
derived conjugations. Hence <230, would become (through the
impossible raddta) raddaita, and this is the ordinary form at the

present day, raddait, raddét, and in Algicrs raddft. We have
scen, however, that the diphthong as passed in some cases into

£
d; for instance, Arab. ;\, Heb. N, ﬂm' D'HB from N'3,

$9 oo

w, 1‘13‘1 or \'ID"I from !ﬂ’ﬂ:ﬁ and in Arabic itself Ll

56w 5‘ - o B
for &0, dimin. of £)lo. Hence out of (.y3, sprang the form
- 9.
o), the dialectical existence of which is vouched for by the

grammarians; and hence the Hcbrew !j\ﬁ!, Dl:\ﬁlj, N3D, for
sabbdti, sababti. Of course the Hebrew 4 in these forms might
be as readily derived from an original au, but we have no
evidence of the existence of a form raddanta, whereas radddta is
a known dialectical variety of raddaita.

The infinitive construct in Hebrew exhibits two forms: un-

contracted, ﬂi 350‘7 far more rarcly with a, DDJJHS Is. xxx.

18, rmn‘a Ps. cii. 14; and contracted, 13, 31, 3D, far more

rarely wnth a, M, Is. xlv. 1, ‘lfg, Jerem. v. 26. These are, of

course, nothing but segolates of the same form as the Arabic
& 8 .

Sy 9.

The Arabic imperative presents to us, as I explained above,
G de 1
the forms o, (.:J . ),, u.... These are exactly equivalent to

the Hebrew 3D, D%, ‘73. perhaps also ‘75, I’s. cxix. 22; in Ara-
maic, Pﬁ, Mand. t‘\.‘l “wash,” N7 “dwell”; Syr. 109, Sasn,
'.6 (from ,.é, ,.é.;). An cxample of the uncontracted form is

P I

m;&, Jerem. xlix. 28, corresponding to an Arabic ly0,l for
. ,
e

The Arabic imperfect has, as I explained to you, the forms
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bo- b o L.

...w, Ji.o:. useas. The first of these is reproduced exactly in the

Icbrew Jb: for yasubb, yasubbu, yasbubnu, with suffix ‘J::;?‘,

plural, 2D for yasubbii, yasubbiina. This & has rarely been
wcakened into #, but we find examples in rﬁ: Is. xlii. 4, [}‘1:
Prov. xxix. 6, ‘ﬂw': Ps. xci. 6. These may not improbably have

becn influenced by the imperfect of verbs Y'P, as in Mand,
where ‘lm'J (from "RD) is identical with D\P‘J from DRP, and
conversely T “dwells,” WYY “commits adultery,” cannot
be distinguished from DNM') “be hot,” NN “desirest.” In

e - % va
intransitives like the Arabic e el where the character-

istic vowel of the imperfect is @, the Hebrew no longer maintains
the ancient yakfal, but employs the more recent yikfal. Thus
the imperfect of T is not '\_D: but "\, for yimrar, yamrar.
So 72, Y, and a few more. In 1 Kings i 1 the form is
pointed DN* instead of DN, The reason of this deviation from
the form with a in the first syllable probably was that o, 9,
Y, too closely resembled in their vocalisation that of the
perfect. Indeed DY, 7, and T2}, rightly appear as verbal

roots in our lexicons. This has not however prevented the sub-
stitution of the form !b_!" for YA in Gen. xi. 6, because the sin-

gular must actually have been b, not or. In the fem. plur.
| -3’;?“, nast?xn’ the diphthong ¢ has again been inserted to
facilitatc the pronunciation of the contracted forms, which stand
respectively for fasbubna and taslilna, the intcrmediate steps
being tasubbna, tasilina, then tasubbaina, tagillaina.

The Aramaic dialects go their own way in the formation of
the imperfect and infinitive.  They. throw back the lost doubling

of the 2nd and 3rd radicals upon the 1st. Ilence pﬁ'_, 1ady,

? e ?e

3aned, .\;.J, ,.?3 y for yidukk, nébuss, cte., from yadulkn, nabnssu;
and in the infinitive, PID, 158, for midkak, mebsas. The
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Hebrew also has this form in such words as D", WO7'; '!i-')f,

LR/ oY, Ry, n;‘?ga, Jerem. xix. 3, for .‘13‘7‘_)2]‘\, and so
forth.

The participle active has in Hebrew the uncontracted form
1M, PN, AN, whereas in Arabic the contraction is prevalent,

s 5

- . - & -
J, g'>» and the uncontracted Jl\> occurs as a rarc poctic
license. In vulg. Arab. however the uncontracted C.’.L’. is

common in the masc. sing., whereas in the fem. sing. and in the
plur. masc. and fem. the contracted form is more usual. In
Syriac the form has been influcnced by that of verbs Y'y. The

sing. masc. is therefore l]..:;, WIS, tike 0[O, but the fem. sing.
and the plurals are regular, I, c.-.SA' {.&L. for ‘dlilat, ‘dlill‘u,
‘dlildn'. In Bibl. Aram. we find the uncontracted plur. |'7;
Dan. iv. §, v. 8, as K&thébh, the Koéré being ]"7&7 as also m
Samarit. ")‘W, n‘)‘?;}

Let us now glance rapidly at the derived conjugations.
Nipltal. Here the chief peculiarity in Hebrew is the pure

vowel of the ist syllable, 3D, ), ‘)P_.], for nasabb, nakarr,

nakall, from nasbab, nakrar, naklal. Curiously enough, however,
we find here the intransitive vowels of the XKa/ also used in the

2nd syllable; e.g. D), ‘7,2;, 77; and so in the fem. "W,
but 7aD); and in the plur, 13D), !D@.:J' but also !f:;, !‘71;
This seems due to the resemblance of D) to the ordinary Kal
W};, whence the same variations that were admissible in the onc

came in course of time to be thought allowable in the other.
Others think that the ¢ forms are due to the influence of verbs
Y'Y. There is a fourth form, which altogether gives up the

! A possible instance of this Aramaic furm in Lcbrew is lfmv, Jerem. xxx. 16
(KALbA), if we derive it from DQY=DY, the sing. being DRY} for DRY,
D occurs also in Palmyrene; in Palestinian Syriac both %ﬁ and DON
““suffering” arc found : the former word makes its plural Psv.]
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doubling and inflects exactly like the Kal of W'JJ for the same

rcason as the first three; e.g. :'I:IDJ ‘1P3) \‘773 A fifth form
resembles the ordinary N |ph al in thc vowel of the first syllable,
as ), ), SUJ, and gives the plur. “’J.” !5!_1.3, participp.
oon, D"'jt't.;. This seems to be a secondary formation from
03, N3, 5n), after the fashion of Niphal #3) from Kal &/}
——E)f th; 2nd' person examples are very rare; but we find
ﬁrst person we have ’hﬁ‘)PJ Wlth the plur !J'IWJ Micah ii. 4,

where the supplementary vowel 4 has been wcakened into A4.—
For the sake of comparison with the above I need only mention

¢ 0 s L b

the Arabic forms J:;.:U\, for ingarare; 2nd pers. &, }..su\’, uncon-

tracted.—In the imperfect, the ordinary form is 3B, for yissabs,
by assimilation and contraction for yansabib; as M, ", ‘73'
The uncontracted form occurs in :;'?f, Job xi. 12, The corre-
sponding plural naturally exhibits the double letter, 3B, 31",
contracted for yausabibi(na), yanmadidit(na). Such words as
Y1, Prov. xi. 15, xiii. 20, and ]"l‘ﬂa, Ezek. xxix. 7, follow the
analogy of verbs Y'y. In Arabic, for the sake of comparison,

L C N s . 0

take}.sx.'\_,. for , =uy, plur. WS-

¢.,f PS4
Hipl'dl.  In the perfect the Arabic form is jo\ for , o, 2nd
o Lo of P (3 /f s L s bf
pers. <, al.  Contractions like sl and s, for

PRV §

s, arc very rarc in the classical language. The Hcbrew
follows thc form Aikgal or kifgél instcad of hakial; c.g. P'J':' s
SP_.':I , A0, sn.:l, which stand for Zédakk, hiscbb, etc., by con-
traction for Aidkak, hisbch. The uncontracted form in its latest
stage appears in "J‘\n . t:"‘?'.'“'1, which never undergo contraction

(also in Syriac \&’.]Z Mand. ‘7“7\&.‘1), and in the participle
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DD, Ezek. iii. 15. The fem. sing. and plur. actually exhibit
the doubling M, o0, A7P0, YNV, Wi, MBY. The

2nd pers. usually has the form nn‘;hn (I'ﬁ‘?ﬂﬂ), nn':m The
original 1st pers. kaktalti occurs in all its punty in ‘ARATY,

Jerem. xlix. 37; and a modification of the 2nd pers. in I:b)j.j
and nn‘nsm for Aithlalta and hiphraria.—In the imperfect the

@« & e

Arabic form is }su for , Jsu The Hebrew preserves a purer
vowel in the ist syllable, D! for yas#bb, contracted from yasbeb

for yasbibu, p’ 'lb’- plur. 1‘7!‘!’ for yallild(na).

In the Aramanc dialects the doubling is thrown back upon
the 1st radical, as in the imperfect P&al, whence arisc the forms

P33, 5o or Suan, 43T, for g, tio, impf. p, 183, To
these correspond such Hebrew imperfects as 39, DR, ‘;w

The plural however has two formations, one of which retains the
doubling of the 2nd radical, whilst the other is purcly Aramaic
in dropping it. The former is exemplified by 338", the latter

by !ﬂJ’\ Deut. i. 44.
) . o3 PRI )

The passive is in Arabic f.\ for f.\, 2nd pers. &, J,.\,

k I

impf. =\ for P J;\, The Hebrew form J3DYY stands for hus-
bab, but has been influenced by the corresponding form of verbs

Y, BP%'I e.g. Sn’.‘l, '7!'\1.‘[ fem. mmn In the imperfect

we find a treble formation, as in the }hph‘il, there being forms
(1) like P, in pausc for P, resembling 3DY; (2) like n_s:,

plur. an;:, resembling 3B, plur. 33B*; and (3) like !373?‘1 , Job
xxiv. 24 ; !")El:, in pause for !PU':, Job xix. 23, resembling the
Aramaic P37 and P

II. A, Verbs of which the ist radical is w or y.

Of thesc the former, Y'D, are by far the more common in the
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Scmitic languages. The number of verbs first y in Arabic and
Ethiopic is very small indeed ; in Hebrew and Syriac it appears
to be larger, but this phenomenon is due to a peculiar change
which verbs first 7v undergo in thesc two languages.

1. The normal form of verbs first w in the perfect of the
first or simplc form is that of the Arabic, .;l,, asy, laey, g0y

s o,

J»,, t”‘ Similarly in Ethiopic, ON.2: ®lh: ©L2: OOA:
0‘0?.. The only example that I remember in Ethiopic of the

change of w into y is in ALLD: “to make known,” the causative
of an unused P20z Ileb. Y7, The corresponding Arabic verb

L Edd

o “to put, place, store up, deposit”; what we “know” is
that which we have “placed” or “stored up” in the mind for use’.
In Hcbrew the initial 2o almost invariably passes into y, unless

protcctcd by a preceding consonant; hence 1‘7 AT ¢ A At
WJ' P, gy, T, RY¥'  The same remark applies to the Ara-

maic; e.g. in Biblical Aramalc. an, y7T, further '1‘7’ ‘IP’, '\P’
NY'. But the later Aramaic dialects vocalise this ' and turn it

into a simple vowel & Hence in Syriac ,S: ) “;-:, L;-:, ,,6.:, l-a-:,
which are commonly written in the oldest MSS. with prefixed alepZ,
,S..!, \\;..!, ctc.; and in Mandaitic 'Ry, 1&P9 or ‘T’Py, Wy
The verb 37, Mand. INMY, also occurs in Syriac as ac;‘l.:, but

* e v . . P
the more common form is 3w, which appears in the Talmid
Yérashalmi as 3%, in which form the 7 is clided and its vowel

! [The explanation of U7, “know,” from the Arabic dy is due to Schultens

but has not found general acceptance. The first radical of the verb ‘“‘to know”

is ¥ not only in Ilebrew, Aramaic and Ethiopic, but also in Sabaean, and perhaps

in Assyrian (sce Delitzsch, Assyr. Gramm. p. 308). The verb therefore is now

generally taken to be true ¥B. Even in Arabic, as Nikdcke observes, there is a
- /br

trace of a root ¢y distinct from .,), (t‘”‘) The forms with ¥ afer a prefix
@0, 0 etc.) are to be explumed in the same way as ©°2W, «as0], infre,
P 342.]
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thrown back on the initial lctter. The Assyrian exhibits a further
modification of the ground-form, since, according to the gram-
marians, the initial syllable is written with ¥, J3¥N for 32",
NY¥X for N¥Y, W for 1. There is nothing antecedeatly im-
probable in this change of sound, since in Syriac we find these

sounds confounded in y4a compared with ,...i]', @\, compared

v X33
with @\, whilst in Arabic we have & ) from @OCrYy: l'l'_l: in

Arabic every initial ) may be pronounced with hamza, if ac-
companicd by the vowel ¢ or # (but not a); e.g. one may say

» =3 s w

L.\ for L..,, wL...\ for wL., v;\ for g_,q,. g,.! for q,.,
(but not ;.;\I for &;)

In the imperfect indicative of the first form the Ethiopic retains
the w, 2OAL: LOCH:, with the exception of 2(F: (= LYD:)
from @QUN: (by transposition for 2OYA1:). In the subjunctive
the w is occasionally retained, as in 20 IC: “throw, pelt,”
LOPAY: or LOPAY: “argue, go to law,” DL “lead, carry,”
LOIA: “butt”; but ordinarily the @ is rcjected, and the sub-
junctive appears as £hg: or 2Ag: 2NL: 2Zh: 2I1C: eUA:
LaA::  This rejection of the initial = is the rule in Arabic with
all verbs which have ¢ as the characteristic vowel of the imper-

ors P2 “w - s o

fect, and with a fcw that have a; e.g. &,, .ab Az A ; )9

o gy powi piy o) g_,.b) ..,,\‘;_ But the 4 is retained
when the characteristic vowel is #, and generally when it is a;

P e e @ s r G E P - . fur door
8 sy st Ty i 9 O (or 03m); gy, mp “have
£v, e

murrain”; 43y 589 “be clean and fair.,” There are, however,
somc interesting dialectical varictics, which I must notice. Firstly,

LA @ L Ll 24

initial 9 passcs into y, yiclding the forms Jaun, t"‘-u peN

“make mistake.” Next, the sound of the 4 in this diphthong

prevails over the other clement, and the forms pass into >,
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v, o, -, o

==b f“"’ Thirdly, the vowel of the first syllable may be
wecakened into s, and give us the forms ;L;\._»; , é-;“-‘i'-’ ;-’\3; .

Lastly, thc vulgar forms of thc present day are J;,z, Jy:,

E I R -

degs gy 790 instead of Sy, iy, oy gy e Wealso

find at the present day in Egypt the forms yftaf, yfta', yfsal, and
yakif, yaks, but they arc comparatively rare.
Let us glance now at Hebrew. Here one form of the imper-

fect is rcpresented by '[‘2[\, Ty, 2%, Y72, p!, apparently

identical with the normal Arabic alj, oy The a was wcakened

as usual into ¢, and then lengthened before the tonc into & 'y'?)'\,
I, for #lid, yirid. A form like " is against Arabic rule;

and forms like oy, %5::71:, show that the séré was retaincd in

the 2nd syllable before the tone, which has led some to think
that it might have a diphthongal origin. They would derive

1'?!3, ™, V3, from '1'?’1:\, ‘l‘\'_’, ym, according to the dia-

w s L ® s Ly

lectical Arabic ==\ J=t. Another form of the Hebrew
imperfect is represented by Wj“ , '\Pﬂ (as well as -1'?:), W"

Iere we have, no doubt, the dialectical Arabic Jauy» gy -

The original a of the 1st syllable became s, and this worked the
change of = into y. In onc word, ')3:, the imperfect l:g!’

resembles in form the vulgar Arabic d,;’; Wec may consider it
as the last weakening of an original ")3):, s;ﬁ".

Passing on to the Aramaic dialects, we find in Syriac the
imperfect written with an dlaph, S, L31s. It scems to me that
the original pronunciation was ndladh, ndrath, as in the dialcc-

! [But comp. p. 180.}
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- s, @, o,

tical Arabic s\, t?'\-’-; and that 4 was wcakened into ¢ (for
which we have abundant analogies), whence the Eastern forms

,S. 3 L;u Others think, however, that .this form arose by

]
e

assimilation of the verbs ¥'B and R"D, such as \051’3, ;gol.’;

The Western Syrians weakened the ¢ still further into #, ,Sl;,

253, as in the verbs 8" +o[3. In Mandaitic the first syllable
has ', probably 7, as aNMY, “I give,” ‘tNP’J, 'mP'J or "nP‘J;
‘7ﬁy and t)ﬁ"j"\, from ‘7‘@ - 'bﬁ. These forms with # in the
second syllable arc remarkable.

Let us next examine the imperative mood.

In Ethiopic, where the initial w is lost in the subjunctive,it
also disappears in the imperativee. Wc occasionally find such

forms as O<PC: or OPC: “hew, cut out,” O”1C: “ pelt, stone”;
but the usual ones arc $C; or $C:, “IC: or 1Cs, L8, UAl:, QA::
In Arabic, all verbs that lose the , in the imperfect, also drop it

¢ 13 “ L e -

in the imperative; hence o=, &), 90 35 . In those that

retain the ,, it is necessarily changed, on account of the pros-
Cre

thetic vowel, into a letter of prolongation ; J;g.\ for J= ,\ from

L% “©
o o« 3ot

P £
J>yi g4yl for yé from 45, The vulgar form of the present

day in Egypt is #kaf, dsal, Nka', fgin, #lid; more rarely #faf,
tka', f5al, or kif.
In Hcbrew the forms waver somewhat : :;ﬂ, T N Y

" but perhaps 'h_’ (Judg. v. 13). On the other hand, R‘y, nj:,
’.'?:," (Deut. x;cxiii. 23) but also Wj and W"I, and even pr' as
well as P¥ “ pour.” In Syriac, on the contrary, the initial letter
is retained in the imperative, with the exception of a1 from
..'aofu', \\; from \\'r.:, and aé from a&: In Mandaitic the

form is not common in the extant literature. Nocldeke gives no
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examples but J'1Y and 2N “sit”; INN “give,” with the curious
variations 2%}, WX, and before enclitics with ‘7, in the sin-
gular, 831 and N3N, plur. 131 and 1IMN.

In Arabic, the verbs which drop the initial 4 in the imperfect
and imperative usually lose it also in one of thc commoncst
forms of the infinitive, taking, as a sort of compensation, the

8- g ERd L 24
feminine termination ; e.q. 35} as well as oYy and i, or F;
rd s ” $

L 2 5 ¢ s o 5 - 8L,

S,
&3y, as well as Wiy OF )i Fas, as well as oey: dae, as well
I P F Y P4 4

SCor

as lag,. Precisely corresponding infinitives in Hebrew, as n'!‘z,
MY7; generally howcver, h:l‘?, nm, n@“"!, H;? , WY (for
msg), for /idat, ctc. In NP9 the pathachs are due to the gut-

S, S0

tural, as in &e9, des. The masculine form ¥ in Job is a
rarity, and cqually so the contracted feminine )‘\'_7 in 1 Sam. iv.
19. Examples of the fuller form are N'ﬁj. f'tbj. 'l"P (Ps. xxx. 4),
PY‘ The Ethiopic suppliés us with ma'my s;xbsta.ntives of this
class, but not infinitives, as ALT: CLT: ONT: OAT:: In Ara-
maic there arc likewisc a few, c.g. Rtgv, Dan. ii. 14; M.L;,

]450.:., ]'Kg‘; ]2,} is probably to be regarded as borrpwcd
from the Hebrew /779,

Passing on to the derived conjugations, I would first direct
your notice to the transitive or causative Hip/k't/, in Hebrew
'l*‘?ﬁn, The presence of the ) is sufficient guarantce that the

verb originally began with this letter; an original * must have
yielded 'l"?’,"_!, The Arabic and Ethiopic have preserved for us

P 4

the purer form slyl, AONL:, in Syriac ,Sol, siof, syas. In
the passive Hopli‘al, the weak consonant is vocalised, J;ﬁ!ﬂ for

PR ]

-3
J;U\:"\’, as in Arabic al)\ for ol
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In the same way, in the reflexive and passive Nip/h'a/, the
Hebrew 1‘7\) stands for 'l‘?\) according to the form ‘7(9,?_3.

wherecas 'I‘?i" is by assimilation from 'l‘)l)’ , corresponding to an

@ Lo sl

Arabic ..;/!,.\,' from alyl. Such forms, though not uncommon in

the modern language, are not deemed classical.

The reflexive conjugations formed with the prefix za require a
little more attention.

The simplest is the Aramaic Z#peél. Of this the oldest
shape is to be discerned in the Ethiopic T®AHL: “be born,”
TOYN: “be given.” In Syriac it always appcars with vocalised

P ,.S..Q for ‘eth-y-ledh, and that from ‘eth-rer-ledh, -951..%!
In Mandaitic however the vowelless yod/ is dropped, giving
anny, 'l‘sn’b ; but “she was given” is MNINN'NY, as in Syr.

Pe A4

ASoul).  The corresponding conjugation in Arabic is, as

you may remember, the 8th, #fta‘ala, Ji53\ for Jias. This

st s sl

should give us ,JQ,‘, ‘_;:5,\ ; but these impossible forms ncces-

e

sarily become J.(.u\, ‘;;.;:\, Aw\ d..a.u\, the existence of which

is admitted, although the assnmxlatlon of wt into # is greatly
0 9

preferred : J{;\, ‘,.u‘, .;u\, J.a.,\ The imperf. of the former is

@ e W s s v $r o B v 9O~

JGU, L, aaily; of the latter JC, J4hs dady. So usual has

this assimilation become that many sccondary roots beginning

with # have been formed from this conjugation ; c.g. ;L: “to be

born in one’s house, be hereditary”; e “be wide,” 9‘3 “fear

s rd /(—f /A,I

God,” _& “rely on,” ,CL\ “insert,” rp\ “suspect.” In Syriac
W52 is an example of this sort®.

! [Prof. Wright's as. cites also T‘él’ late Ticb. |PR, which some scholars
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On the reflexive of the Hebrew Ps*a, viz. Hithpa"al, in Syr.
\'sél], I will merely remark that the prefixed syllable some-
times preserves the initial w from passing into y. So in .‘l"ljnn,
YN, NIUN; whence in post-biblical Hebrew the substan-

tives #7) and M3), The Syriac A0L] is hardly a parallel, be-

causc in that language we have the Pa“cl ,.‘15 and the noun

s,

The tendency to assimilate the w to the following letter,
8
which we saw in the Arabic 8th conj. oli\, appears in the other

dialccts in some other forms. In Hcbrew, for instance, P¥*=

P

&=y assimilates in Hiph‘il and Hophal, }'$7, 92.‘:! The same
is the case with )% and J?Q; and with the rad. NY', impf.
ny, Niph. "'¥J, Hiph. n%¥n. In other instances the assimila-
tion is merely sporadic, as in P&’_, '\b’., and even h‘b-:! (inf.
Hoph‘al). In Aramaic instances of a similar kind are SD’ from
‘7;.’=‘7'D:, an, Dan. vii. 26 [Compl., Norzi, Baer], fror:) an;
Syr. 8,3, A3, from %',.:. a&:, whence in Bibl. Aram. 7,
with dissimilation of 2d into nd. '

2. The verbs which are really ¥’ are very few in number in
the Semitic languages, and call for but little notice. In Hebrew

therc are only scven or cight altogcther; &N, U:"”’:' not uscd
in Kal; ﬁ:\:, ‘;n:\;.; M, not used in the perf. Kal; PJ’, }‘P’,
!;i.v:. not used in perf. Kal; W‘, and the Hiph‘ils ‘7"_)’.‘3 and

P | .
connect with i3 u"’! so still Mihlau and Volck, 11th ed., 1890. But

like the Syriasc (B, seems rather to be n denominative from |i0as, eletra
(so Niokleke; cf. Friinkel, Lehnwro. p. 273), and therefore quite distinct from PR,

<ol o]

W. L. 16
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'YW, 9% is doubtful, and may be Y'B; at least the Niph‘al
is %)), Is. xliii. to. The imperfects are /3%, 2", P TR
W/, according to the Arabic form J,,{ﬁ for J,,i\;, but in-
stances of assimilation occur, as 'rp’ (1 King,s iii. 18), W’ (1 Sam,
vi.12), 8. The Hiphdl is 20 for 2%, pam. S
]'5', but the original diphthong is retained in ﬂ’?’:ﬂ, Prov. iv.
25, Ps. v. 9 (K&ré). In two cases the form /i secms to be

used, falsely conforming to verbs Y'B, viz. Ps. v. g9 (K&thibh) and
Is. xlv. 2 (K&thibh). The same has happened with £/*1373, Syr.

—a0l; and with the Niphal #&Y). The Niphal of Y s
likewise, as we have scen, %13 (Is. liii. 10), and its Hoph‘al %y
(Is. liv. 17). The latter form would be quite en régle from a

rd /bf
verb ¥'D, because in Arabic too eyl would become in the
-, %

s 3 3
passive sy, for (ual, the s conforming to the preceding

vowel. In Syriac \\...f and .n.{..]' arc the only words that
exhibit the radical y, and the latter of these has a second form

.o.;o]', which seems to have carried the day in Mandaitic, if we
may judge by the word NP “foster, guardian,” for RPIWRD.

The Mand. equivalent of \\‘..]' is also ‘)"71&'1. In the 8th

conj, of the Arabic the same assimilation takes place as in verbs
8 e e

11' , e.g. Ml,ﬁ‘/’ ﬁ".

II. B. Verbs of which the middle radical is w or y.

In treating of these verbs, Y'Y and ¥} in Hcbrew Gram-
mar, we must, at the outset, distinguish carcfully between
verbs that never undergo contraction, and those which, ac-
cording to my view, are generally or always contracted.
To the former class, for example, belong in Arabic many

L

verbs of the form ,la_/i, as Jyw “to be flaccid” or “pendu-

’
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,

lous,” ; 9> “to be very whitc and black” (of the eye), ; ); “to be

'

one-eyed,” Jy= “to squint,” aa, “to have the disease called

.:;;" (of a camel), .;,; “to be tender and flexible”; in Hebrew,
- be white? mg"‘ expire,” MY “cry out,” MY “be airy and
wide,” J%W “be hostile to,” !l'y' “be weary”; in Syriac, 3Qse
“be white,” jas “ leap,” 165 “rejoice”; and in all three lan-
guages verbs that are also 1"‘7 or "‘7, as ¢ ;;, m"'\ , ...e! ) ;,
m, oot What principle guided the Semitic languages in the

contraction or non-contraction of verbs Y'Y and ¥, I am un-

able to state. I do not know why ;9,;. became g:s\;. and

g wols, whilst J’,. and; ,;. remained uncontracted ; neither

can I tell you why the Hebrew says MY, while the Arab changed
his p into t"‘"

The uncontracted verbs Y} and ¥’y we may pass over alto-
gether, as their inflexion is exactly like that of the regular verb.
It is only the contracted ones that require our attention. And
here I may remark that some grammarians of note, among them
Aug. Miiller, Nocldcke and Stade, regard this class as actual
~ specimens of biliteral roots. Stade, for example, calls them
mittclvocalig, * having a vowel in the middle,” and denies alto-
gether the correctness of the term '}, for says he (p. 109) “ these
roots never had a consonant ) in the sccond place.” For my
own part, I prefer the older view, which is held by the Arab
grammarians themselves, and for which I think we shall dis-

cover many good reasons as we go along.
The question of the existence of verbs ¥} in Hebrew has becn

! [With the exception of verbs which have * as their third radical (e.g. m’>.
o ,I). all those verbs in which middlie Y or ¥ is treated as a consonant, appear to be

denominatives and to have been formed at a relatively late period.—N.]
16—2
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finally settled by Noeldeke in the ZDMG. xxxvii. p. 525, in
the affirmative [as against the view of Ewald that such forms as
D' and |3 are not true v} verbs but shortened Hiph'ils from

roots Y'Y]. To this article I refer you for all necessary informa-

tion on the subject.
If you consult the Arab grammarians, they will tell you that

such words as ‘.li, s and b, had originally a 4 in the
second place, which has generally been vocalised; whence it
comes that its place is occupicd by a long vowel, which must
under certain circumstances be shortened. The rules for these
processes are few and simple.

(1) If threc open syllables follow one another in succession
the first of which has short 4 and the other two any of the thrce
vowels, then the vowel of the second syllable is rejected, and the

second radical is changed into long 4. Hence J; becomes J\;,

‘_,’, becomes ._sL, J,L becomes J\b If, however, the first
radical has # and the sccond ¢, the latter vowel as being the
clearer, generally predominates, so that d ,_9 becomes J..u
although some of the Arabs contracted the form more regularly

s -

into Jf", whilst others gave the long vowel the intermediate
sound of #, kiila.

(2) If the 1st radical be vowelless, and the 2nd and 3rd
radicals have vowels, then the vowel of the second is thrown

back upon the 1st, and the y or (s becomes the corresponding

letter of prolongation or long vowel. Hence J;i: becomes
-» @, . s s . @» s //b‘/ @w LW

Jsis u,su ilsu, J,.n.a Ju, ‘.,J\ ‘.L’\, ‘.,.u ‘..u..v
Should the final radical under any circumstances lose its vowel,
then the preceding long vowel must be shortened. The jussive

¢ e, [ [ C e Lre bes L e o s .5
PR S T e -

woily ol ey, A further consequence of these changes
is that the imperative of the 1st conjugation drops the now
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G we (e

uscless prosthetic alif; J,:‘ becomes J,il, Jsl, Ji; or perhaps
we may rather say that it never required the prosthetic a/if, for

the original J; would naturally become :j,; and then J; .

(3) In the perfect of the 1st conjugation, when the first
radical has a4 and the third is vowelless, contraction takes place,
but the vowel of the first radlcal is affected either by the

s Lop
consonant or the vowel of the middle syllable. Hence (=.cyi
becomes, not (= .ai, but w03, through the influence of the 3

s Lor

and e becomes uj.v, through the influence of the (¢; but

E T s L w LA "

w,.» becomes w.», not (=.is Or (o.id., through the

mﬂuence of the vowel i, whlch is characteristic of thc intransi-
tive form. Where these influences are combined, their operation

Tz

is of course the more certain; ._,S)L can become nothing but

o L s U s

db, and e nothing but g_,..u

So much for thc Arabic rules. Let us next study the forms
of the Ethiopic, Hebrew and Syriac paradigms as compared
with those of the Arabic.

L ELd

The Arabic ‘.b stands, as we have seen, for ’.,9, ulp. for

P

u)a-, J\L for Jb. The corresponding Ethiopic forms CR:

“run,” PA: “conquer,” (hds “go,” NA: “come,” ULd: “sct,” RM:
“turn,” are not identical with the Arabic, for the Arabic long
d does not ordinarily become d or ¢ in Ethiopic. The Ethiopic
forms have been obtained by simple rejection of the vowel of
the second radical, and subsequent change of the resulting diph-
thongs aw, ai, into 4, & Thus rawaga, sayama, became rausa,
sayma, and then rdga, séma. These vowels are retained through-
out the whole inflexion of the perfect, GRT: CRN: ULP®T:
UL®n: ctc. The Hebrew form of the 3rd pers. sing. masc. is
still more peculiar, and indeed very hard to explain. As Arabic
long 4 rcgularly becomes 4 in [Hebrew, we should have expected
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ow to yield gdm as the equivalent of ':l:'i kdma, and not fdm.
How then is this form gdm, DP', from gdm, to be explained ?

Assimilation to the class J"} can scarcely have been in opera-
tion, for D’? is always carefully distinguished from ap in its

N . > td
punctuation, and besides the fem. and plur. are HQE, %DR, not

n‘l@;?, !Df?, It would seem as if. in this case, the Hebrew,

attaching more weight than the Arab did to the characteristic
vowel of the form, had shortened the original gazwam into fam,
and then derived the other persons from this shortened form as
a base'. Similarly, the Hebrew differs from the Arabic in the
turn which it gives to verbs with # and ¢ in the second syllable.

P P

The Arab changes <y into <le, and (Jyb into Jlb; but the
Hebrew attached more weight to the vowels as characteristic of
the intransitive form, and spoke not mdé/, but N méth (for mit,

from mawit); not bdsk or 'dr, but PAI sdsk and IR '4r (for
busk and 'ur, from bawush, 'awur). These forms resemble those

G P P ® - P T
of the Arabic 2nd pers. e, s b, for Cye, gy

T4

oAb, In Aramaic the ordinary form is preciscly what we
should expect, with long 4 corresponding to the Arabic d; e.g.

D'?. D?. sad, sam ; Mand. DRP, PND “remain”; but A-é?.
Mand. 1D, corresponding to Heb. N The 3rd pers. sing.

¢ v L C . LR [

fem. is in Arabic Wb, Jle, s, b, ). "The
Heb. ngé, m:e.f:, ﬂ):\é, ﬂ?ﬁ , with the tone ordinarily on the
1st syllable, are derived directly from the forms of the masc.

op, Ny, 2A3; but we also find n:}rg'), with older termination,
Ezek. xlvi. 17. The Aramaic forms are ngé, Dan. iv. 30; Syr.

! It may be, however, that the sound of the vowcl was cven still somewhat
longer than that of 4, something between it and 4, as the spelling DRP in Hos. x. 14

may seem to indicate.
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fad, Mard, 8a%0; Mand. NRDND, PR, Similarly in

the 3rd pers. plur,, \,..\3’. \,;\,;, \;il;. \j\i, | ,;L:, corresponding
to Aramaic, \D?, Dan. iii. 12, ml'é, Ezra v. 2; Syr. o&né,
: 050!'0. °é-59; Mand. SawnbD, ﬁ:lDNP (without Y), in the
fuller form WZRB. [PBRD. The Heb. ), ¥, b, wh3,
hft, with thc tone usuvally on the 1st Syllable, are derived

directly from the corresponding singulars, op, ectc.

In the 2nd pers. sing. and its analogous forms we find a still
greater varicty among the dialects. In Arabic the 2nd pers.

s Lo P 3 PO

sing. masc. is (= o3, ...:,.is., e b, or from a verb medial

P 4

P g_;}.,., w Here the vowels # and ¢ are due respectively

elther to the mﬂuence of the last radical 9 O (g OF of the
- ov ) o Lo 7 o L 7

characteristic vowel # or 1: el = o 9,, u'.A» = (= ..,,,.,

@ @ o bus P e L -

w"‘-’}" -._,J& = b, L.:J.a-u}u, w» e
In Hebrew the form is ,:'DI?’ nJ:\Jg, W, DRp, '1nj, with
short &, and kdmes (d) appcars only in pa'use, ’nbl?, Micl;a vii. 8,
‘N0, Ps. exix. 102, ’W Jerem. xxxiii. 25. Before Kimhi's
tlme, however, cven the ordmary forms used to be pointed with
kdmes, l:lb"g, w, at Icast when the accent was mil'é/. From

NB we have, unexpectedly, :‘113\5, unp’ (we should have expected
ﬂl;‘\é, !Jlf\é), and in pause ’I;ﬂél, Gen. xix. 19, but also WAL,
From verbs with 4 we get WB, ’hﬂi W:’ (for busht, bushti,
bushnii). On the other hand, the long vowel is steadily pre-

served in the Aramaic, not merely in the 1st pers, h??
Ezra vi. 12, Syr. AA08, Asafo, Mand. n'mzp, n'OY); but also
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in the second, ):\D? Dan, iii. 10, Syr. Mgé, l&gﬁ. Mand.
npRin = .A-Qi. nexb = An%( “didst teach.”

Passing on to the imperative, we find the Arabic forms to be

L2 v, o w @

such as (3’ sy But the plurals are \,‘ 3, \,;\;, ‘,J;:u

fem. &""; , q’\;, o A In vulgar Arabic the shortening of the

sing. forms is neglected, J,," kil = 5% unless an accus. suffix

or an enclitic prep. follows, as sksl-ui “carry me,” kul-lf, kul-
lthum. In Ge'ez the corresponding forms are #:, (hC: or

C:, OA:, WAN:, exactly like the Heb. ops !D;p; Nia, mﬁ;
wA3, wA3; b, t?’.-] In Hebrew DY) stands for D)P; but Nia
was originally &4, for N!Bd N)3; WA bdska, for bdwashi ; ‘ﬂ_‘IN
‘dri, for 'dwari. 1In Ge‘e'z tl;e }'orm MC: is difficult to explain;

perhaps we may regard it as an example of the change of 4 into
4, and as therefore standing for Adr; if so, then the other form

M-C: is only a weakening of the original (h(:, brought about by
the influence of the common form €&:. In Aramaic we find

nothing unusual; Bibl 'm"s Dan. vii. 5, QD';& Ezra iv. 21; Syr.
500-5. 50--;0; Mand. D\P, 31N, but also DYD. The verb s.:.J\..,

ny, L-Sxo, has c;,.,:, h?,'l.o.s.o, Mand. MY; and in Mand. there
is one example with 4, viz. W= “dwell,” by assimilation to the
class yy.

For the imperfect indicative the Arabic has the three forms

(92 Sy, o, standing respectively for ':)i',', ‘_;;s\;,;_...!_
The peculiar Ge‘cz indicative may be exemplificd by such words
y P

as 2n@Yy:, PAAOC:, NOA: LWRM:. Itis only the forms
of the subjunctive that we can compare with the Arabic indica-

tive. Here then we have R4.&:, £0-£:, ROA:, LU ;. The
verb (hC; “to go,” has the same double formation as in the
imperative, viz. 2hC: as well as 2h-C:, which we must explain
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in thc same way.—In Hebrew the preformatives have usually
retained the original vowel 4, as DYD?, &'ID:, nvéyg, correspond-
ing exactly to the three Arabic forms, since 812} was originally
yabd'u; other examples may be the very doubtful ]5'!:, Gen. vi.
3, and D’IP:, Job viii. 14. The only instance of the weakening of
the preformative to ¢ is ﬁ.‘.!:, for yabwashu, yabdsh, yibdsh,

yebdsh. The jussives of ‘:,;; ’ ._;L-"\;, J;...; are in Arabic ‘.;;,

iy, s and to thesc correspond in Hebrew Dl‘):, DH@, D;U:,
‘73"’ , still farther shortened with vav conversive into DI?E" D"'Ilfﬂ_ ,
D??'I_, 5;?1 If however the last radical be 9 or a guttural, then
d is substituted for J or & as 9_)?], n_JS], '193], I"I‘fl, except 1.'15],

'\Jj:l_) In the 3rd pers. plur. fem. we should expect, after the

analogy of the Arabic ol LRSS (e, 8 Hebrew form
n.]?i‘;lf\ , and this actually occurs in ']:IWJ:\, Exod. xvi. 55, JNam
(for tabina, tabwa'na), n;‘a.\n, but more frequently this form is
assimilated to that of verbs V'Y, and a diphthongal * inserted,
with tonsequent restoration of the long vowel, nJ‘:W);a, BN,
The Aramaic forms of the imperfect are just 'w;\at we 'sl;oul;i
naturally expect, viz. D!P‘:’ soaqs, SO.-.EN There is however

another form in usc, viz. Syr. 500.55, Mand. and Talinud. D]P‘J.
In Syriac I can scarccly remember any but singular forms,
soad’, $oadZ, though tsbo.é:‘ is quoted'; but in Mand. the
plural is '\h‘b’), f. RPnY, m"[’J, etc,, while in the verb D1P
the vowel of the 2nd syllable is rcjected, ]m")'J, f &bp’). These
Mandaitic forms coincide with those from verbs 3"} in the same
dialect, as "N from 119, i« sprinkle,” from 113, and the
Syriac variation must be traced to a similar assimilation of Y’y

[ « ®
1 [éDQDJ is demanded by the metre in Ephr. Syr., iii. 316 A.—N.]
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toJf'y. The verb cole, N, AaS0 has in all the dialccts Csyay,

nby, l.oszu. like t?ﬁ’ from 5;3, or ao;.n.; from .D;.o, In

Mandaitic we find a futurc in @, T, WY, “dwell,” by
assimilation to the class )"y.
The infinitive construct in Hebrew has the simple form D%P.

for QP, as in the regular verb ')bp for SPI?- The form N3,

<8, £A3, probably springs from a long 4, &4', 'dr, bdsh, for
bawa’, 'awar, bawash.—In the infinitive absolute on the contrary,
=iD, 31, NiD, are contractions of sawdr, skawdb, mawdth—The

Aramaic infinitive is DPD, Syr. saa, for >o<’:.n§>; the same
variation occurs as in the imperfect, especially in Mandaitic and

Talmudic, i.c. a9, DRP'D, XD, Talm. Op¥d, RO, [T

but the emphatic form of DRP'D in Mandaitic is RDP’D as if
from a verb yp.

The original form of the participle active must have been
5 » S

’.,li, ).).L:; but in the contracted verbs the , at the beginning of
& fm
the syllable was changed into Lamsa, ‘.3\5, and the verbs mediae

s followed this analogy, ;Et. These forms are liablc to a
rare contraction into ':li, ;\.a as é)\.‘.‘. for é\ft‘. “armed,” ;\b
for j.'.t “ feeble,” :i“, for .:JE “going about,” Ui\" for J..‘:t.
“decayed” (a tooth), o\,n!\ 3L¢ for uL‘ “cowardly.” To this corre-

sponds the rare Hebrew form m‘; Is. xxv. 7, D’D\: Zach. x. §,
D’b,'lP, 2 Kings xvi. 7, for 4, bds, gdm. The more usual form is
however analogous to that of the perf, viz. N3, fem. n{e;, T,
0¥, 17 sometimes written with §, as b&t‘?, Judg. iv. 21, DW
Ezek. xxviii. 24, 26, h‘IDR?, Ezek. xvi. 57, W'R"l, 2 Sam. xii. 1, 4,
Prov. x. 4 (compare the perf. DKR, Hos. x. 14). This form
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seems to me to be best explained as arising from a nominal
kagal, i.e. sawdm, rawds, bawd’, contracted after the analogy of
the perfect into sam, ras, ba’.  In the same way in intrans. verbs,
with 2 and 4 in the second syllable, e.g. ND for D (mawiy,

mit), r‘? for r1l'7 (lazols, Iis), BAI for Wﬁ'a (bawiish, bush), accord-
8 - Ser

ing to the Icb. 723, ‘L']:, or the Arabic adjectives ,ds, ki,
In Aramaic similar phenomena recur. In Bibl. Aram. t’he form
is D“I’. Dan. ii. 31, plur. in K<thibh "J&sl‘l, ]'ﬂgl"l, rpg'!, emph.
R:Qgtj?, constr. ""It:t;l The K2 usually substitutes ¥ for ¥ in
these plur. forms, ]’J’n, "92.1', ’1‘3 In Syriac only the singular

is written with ], S0l0, pronounced however, we are told,
kdyém. The fem. and plurals are invariably with ysd, N‘h.é,
\_..‘:9....6, ét’:....é In Mandaitic the ¥ is written in the sing.
masc. too, D“NP, PMRD, fem. RO'RP.—The passive participle
of the Hcbrew is exemplified by Sy, 10, fem. m}q‘), for
mawhl, sawhg, lawdgih. In Aramaic the corresponding form is
o, ~A.-é. Mand. 9%, “depicted,” ‘)’3 “mzasur ed,” for s&yfm,
lawfy, etc.

I shall now proceed to the derived conjugations of these
verbs, and go through them as rapidly as possible.

1. Pi“el. The uncontracted verbs form their Pi“Gl quite

P 2

regularly ; e.g. » WY ic:i, “to blind of one eye,” MY
Yy I AL

“bend,” 3as “lcap in numbers.” The contracted ones too
cxhibit the normal form, that is to say, the weak letter, being

strengthened by doubling, undergoes no change or only a slight
%, 0. P e P-4

one. In Arabic, for example, we have ‘.)3, e Juos STH
in Ge‘ez rh(i)ﬂ: “inspect,” “vi.sit,” RO0: “cry out”; in Heb.
Y “surround,” Ps. cxix. 61; Aram. I} NI, ﬁ;, Syr. gé;', .&o‘l' ,

;51' , \aa', u&{'; Mand. "W!. But more frequently the middle
consonant appcars as a y, the origin of which I explain thus.
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In a form like fauwém, the initial of the second syllable was
changed in Hebrew and Aramaic into y, fauyém (comp. 117,

5‘;; i, 8, g;;)' whence, by assimilation of the preceding
letter, faiytm, and finally diyym. So in Aram, D, Sai5,
mn, Qll, e, etc. In Hebrew forms like p, I,

belong to the later stage of the language. In place of Pi“Cl the
Hebrew frequently exhibits another formation, viz. Ps/él, of
which the older form was Pa‘lal, as Dpﬁp, onin, Ty, bbis,
ctc., for kaumam, raumam, etc. '
2. Hipl'w and Hopltal. The contracted Arabic form is

r\i\f, u‘:’“' for ms\‘, U—""“ To this correspond in Ge'ez AGR:,
Ahd:, AnR:, which seem to be taken directly from the simple
forms GR:, (h:, nL:. Some verbs however exhibit a short a
in the 2nd syllable, which bcfore a final guttural may become #;
e.g. AP®; ‘akdma; Ny®: ‘andma, as well as AT®:; MNP:
‘agdka, “hem in,” as well as APOP:; Al ‘andha or Ay
‘antfa, “lengthen”; AfIA: 'abf'a “bring or put in”; Adch:
‘abla, “permit.” Such words scem to be really derived from
the old form ‘akwdma, ‘anwdma, 'abwéa, etc.; perhaps with
doubling of the first lettcr by way of compensation, as in 1B,

*3N.—The Hebrew form D"?.j stands far below the Arabic

and Ge‘ez. The original Aakwdma must have already passed
through the stages of kakwdm, hikwdm, hikwim, hikim, before it
could become 4éim. The 2nd pers. of the Hebrew is likewise

P b/f s ¢ /f
far removed from the purity of the Arabic i, for o .Jlil,
PRV 4

M,S\. The purer form does indced occur in such cases as
RBYT, MDY, TN, AN3A, plur. DININ, DAB; but com-
m;mly an assimilation to verbs VY is effected by the insertion
of 4, for original 4, in which case the vowel of the preformative

is usually 4, sometimes & and the vowel of the radical syllable
sometimes ¢ instead of 7; as n‘-ry..-:, nip™a, nikean, nom,
oLty e TS T e

Dw»;,:, Dﬁ:'w, n]?‘[g,:, lftbl')'l‘), and in the plur. Dl:\rbj,
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oni>an, onkvan, onaYn. The Aramaic perfect is in the
Old Testament D'pY, O, INW); 2nd sing. MDY, 1st

sing. 3'19’]50, 3rd plur. qufq; in Syr. 50...9]', a..é]'; in Mand.
D'PNR, D*W.  In this last dialect the 1t pers. scems often to be
identical in form with that of verbs }\'}}, c.g. N'OPR, N'BIRA
“I desplsed " but FH™MN, r\’i)"m —The imperfect is in Arablc

w Lo e -

r.\i.v for l"”’ with the jussive ‘.ig. and imperative ‘.,! In

Ge'ez the lmpcrfcct indicative is PROC: PNLL:, the subjunc-
tive PR.C: PN B, imperative AR-C: AN 2:. But verbs of the
form AP®: AIA: have in the subjunctive PPM: ydbim,

PNz, imperative APz AfIA:.  In Hebrew D! stands for
ya-hakwim, yakwim, the jussive is DP: , the vowel of which is
still further shortencd with Y conversive into DE"! In Aramaic
the corresponding form is D’i_):, >a.03; but in Syriac the form

50...9.;, participle Sq...esb, is admissible, and this is the only onc

found in Mandaitic, c.g. D"™IN), D' IRD, D’P&b Thesc arc all
assimilated to verbs }"y), as appears from the plur. rb'bpxb

as compared with ]1‘7’P"mb, “afﬂnctmg them.”"—The passive of

/b’

this conjugation in Arabic is f'”‘ for '.):\ In Hebrew the

original /Znkwdma would naturally become /nkdma, fnukdm, but
the form in actual use has been entirely assimilated to that of
verbs V'B, D¥), JPAN. In Syriac we have only the passive

participle SaA\o, for mufwam, mukdm; but in Biblical Aramaic
there is the remarkable survival NP Dan. vii. 4, wrongly

inted "% in verse €.
pointed NEpY] 5

3. Of the reflexive conjugations with prefixed 2a, I will only
notice the Ethp¢#l, corresponding to the 8th conjugation of the

o st

Arabic. In Arabic the form is, of coursc, )\3?.\, contracted for
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s

Jj ,.'{>\; but the uncontracted form is used in many verbs cither

crre

by itself or along with the other; e.g. \) y) ,.\>\ or i )\.»\ 1y ,.u:\

In Ge'ez the corresponding forms are TU@QN: “be agitated,”
W LP;:. The Aramaic of the Bible exhibits D;Dh’, mgm*
D?I;'\.D, but also ]"m’ The one form, D?hﬁ, comes directly

from the original tasayama, tasdma. The doubling of the ¢
may be an attempt to compensate for the radical which has dis-
appeared by contraction, and so to give the word something of

the outward form of the normal ‘?DPHH or it may be merely imi-
tated from the Ethtaf al (Ittaf‘al). The other form, ]'mn has no
doubt arisen by assimilation to the E#4taf‘al or reflex of Af e/, the
two being completely confounded in Syriac. E.g. MR is EA-
pe'dl of H, SQ.JPZ.] or >o..n‘ol.L] of 50.6; but p...LL’ 1, \L.]L!.
@asll) are Ethtaf'als from sas], wal, @as]. In Mandaitic
however the two conjugations can be readily distinguished ;

BN is Edpeal from B> DMWY, Ethtafal from D1, 1
find however N\ 1'INY “ I was quieted,” which seems to be E#k-

péél, whereas wuadll] must be regarded as Ethtaf al.

4. The last form to which I shall direct your attention is
the reflexive and passive Nz;o/t al. The Arabic form may be

@ slbs

exemplified by ohu\, U“"”‘ for a)lb\. Un,.»\. imperf. olia,

U"‘*’-'U' In Hcbrew M‘Q was originally naddsh, contracted

PR 1 P 3

from nadwask, as in the Arabic 4th conj. ‘.\3! from ‘.,3\; and so

fem. nﬁb?, plur. HYB;, One verb, -ﬁp_;, exhibits the weaken-

ing of a to ¢ in the preformative. The 1st and 2nd persons are
assimilated to verbs )"y by the insertion of a vowel; viz. 2nd

plur. D):\‘I??J, D{b'?), with 8; 1st pers. sing. 'NJD), *NiBY,
’mj?;, with sinking of 4 to #. The infinitives have the form
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Sﬁ&j, r_-msn The vowel 4 (for 4) is sunk to # in M'-!.j (Isaiah

xxv. 10); and the preformative is absorbed in "ﬂﬂ"? (Job xxxiii.
30), if the reading be correct.  The imperative is exemplified by
ﬁa.j for kinkdn (hsinkawin), 3‘7&‘}, Y397, the last with irregular

doubling of the m. The imperfect is, for example, i3 for

yinkdn, from yankawin, gﬁf, Sy !Jéf. mﬁ:. with irregular
doubling of the 2.

Of the frequent and close resemblances in form between
verbs Y'Y and 3"} we have alrcady had many examples. I may
add to these such Hiphls as 3B, with its Hoph‘al J_D,? , and
N'®A, which latter differs only in form from 1'D7Y; whereas in

some other cases the difference perhaps extends to the meaning
as well, as )7 “ cause to rest” and '3 “lay down.” Similar

is the Niph‘al ‘7573) for namdl (namwal), Gen. xvii. 26, participle
D’l?b_J, Gen. xxxiv. 22, for namalim (namwalim).

II. C. Verbs of which the 3rd radical is w or y.

We now proceed to the large and important class of verbs
in which the weak lctter occupies the third place in the root.
In our Hebrew Grammars these are gencrally called verbs n"),
but as the {7 is mercly a vowel-lctter, I prefer speaking of
them as verbs 1") or "47, according to circumstances. Verbs
s, strictly so called, are such as 7133, which pertain to a quite
different class, verba tertiae gutturalis.

In the first conjugation, the fullest form of the verbs of this
class has been preserved in Ethiopic, where no contraction takes
place in the perfect 3rd pers. sing. masc.: +N\@: taldwa, “follow”;
me: bakdya, “weep”; AhL2O: fdywa, “live”; OP: ‘dbya, “be
large”; CAP: #fya, “sce” The solitary instance that I re-
member of contraction is in a form corresponding to Heb. Pi“€l,
viz. Ulve: kalld, for UN@: /alldwa [“ he was”], which are both in
use. The final vowcl was obviously dropped in this exceed-
ingly common word, and the resulting diphthong a1 then natu-
rally passed into d—In Arabic the final 2o appcars as such only
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o np e

in verbs of the form ‘3.;.;. as 5 “to be noble,” )L,. “to be
sweet.” In verbs third (ssuch a form would be impossible; the
final (s would at once influence the vowel # so as to change it

into 4, and the form a3, if it ever occurred, would be indistin-

4

guishable from J.n.:i, as ;; J.;. “be ashamed,” ;; Iy “be sated
with drink.” Not only so, however, but verbs third y of the form

Jaé are indistinguishable from verbs third o because the in-

o -

fluence of the vowel £esr necessarily changes , into (5, as 9.9')
- “be pleased with,” for ;p;, \;L: “be comforted or consoled,” for
;\::, \:5; for ;;;. Thesec forms, be it observed, are all uncon-

tracted (with the exception of ;"A; , which a false analogy has

P4

% -
shortened into 9,.); but in the most common form of all, Ji,

the contraction, of which we found but a trace in Ethiopic, has
become customary. Tdlawa and bdkaya drop their final vowel,

but the resulting diphthongal terminations az and ay both pass
in Arabic into 4, 4/, bdkd. For distinction’s sake the gram-

marians bid us write i; with a/sf, when the final radical is w,

and q"’ with , when the final radical is y, but the sound is one

and the same.

In Hebrew the tendency of the § to pass into * has almost
obliterated the differences betwcen verbs 1’"7 and ¥%). The
radical 1‘72} alone has preserved the final 2 in such forms as

OX'n‘??, Job iii. 25, and, which is more remarkable, in an adjective
& -

of the form Ja3, viz. 1‘7? or 1"??, Job xvi. 12, xxi. 23, Jercm.

xlix. 31 (written 1"“7;&). Neither do intransitive verbs of the

form Ja3 seem to occur in Hebrew, so that we have only verbs
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Tl

of the form  Jej to deal with. These follow exactly the same

coursc as in Arabic; the final vowel was dropped, and the result-
ing diphthongal terminations passed into 4, which the Hebrews
cxpressed by the vowel-letter 71. In this way the original za/dwa,

bakdya, became taldw, tald; bakdy, bakd ; and were written ﬁ‘)n
“hang,” ﬂ?'! “weep.” v

In Aramaic the intransitive forms are not very common, e.g.,
in Syriac, ..sk.-, ...-,..n, which stand for skalfya, shaltwa, and

ladlya, [md{wa. So in Mandaitic, w‘rnp “he swore to me.”
The transitives have undergone the same contraction as in
Hcbrew, only that the termination is here usually expresscd by
1 &, and the door thereby opened for further confusion, as in

vulgar Arabic, with the entirely different verbs x"L), like 1$~.
ll'so. The words ]J‘L, 1‘.’@ stand for Zaldwa, bakdya; whereas
wu, lrSD, were originally Jatd’a, mald'a. Similarly in Man-
daitic R “saw,” R “drank,” N3 “sought for” (for Ny2).
In the Bibl. Aram. 8 and ;3 are used indifferently.

Onc verb in Aramaic constantly takes prosthctic aleph, viz.
’MR Dan. v. 3, 4, ...A..] for uA-D I mention this for the sake
of callmg attention to thc same phenomenon in vulgar Arabic
(Spitta, p. 232), e.g. #hkad “he narrated,” fsgd “he gave water,”
frmd “ he threw or pelted.”

The 3rd pers. sing. fem. must of course originally have been,
as in Ethiopic, TN®Y: taldwat, nPY: dakdyat. (The contracted
Ul halli [infra, p. 271] admits of a contracted UNt: Zallét,
for UNDF: Aalldzoat) In Arabic and Aramaic the intransitives

& o, “ s o, C s s

are rcgular in formation, c..:,l.,. ) f., ._,..u), Syr. A.;h.-

for shaliyat, shaliwat; Mand. PR'D'D “arrived,” IN'D'D “became
dense or firm”; vulgar Arabic of Egypt, miskiyet “she went,”
from sishf, or more commonly miskyet, bikyet, nisyet, rigyet.

In the Targms the punctuation is JW*JD, NID, but this I

consider doubtful. DBut the transitives undergo contraction:

galdwat or galdyat becomes in Aramaic galdt, which appears in
W. L. 17
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Biblical Aramaic as NbD, M, N7, N7Y; the form with
pathach, though equally common, seems to be less correct, e.g.
M7, Pnd, Nbd, NY; in Syr. as AL\‘ l{s; in Mand. as

PRI, MR (for A80); in the Talmad as NI, )7, or more

commonly 'NIN. WY1, ‘WM, where the ' must be a trace
either of the lost radical or of the evanishing final soft #, which

wholly disappears in Mandaitic before enclitics, as nany. “she
swore to him.” In Arabic the same contraction takes place,
but the Arab has a certain dislike to a long vowel in a shut

C oo

syllable, and has consequently shortened 47 into af, s,

L & s L C o & srr
oy for e, e, and these for s or iyl and
C o

). In Hebrew, according to the analogy of ‘1‘7[9") for
nsbp we should expect the 3rd pers. sing. fem. to be ,‘1’53
(for n*Sa) and this form is actually once found, with the older

accentuation in pause, viz. n:on, Ps. lvii. 2. More frequently,

however, the Hebrew takes the same course as the Arabic, and
contracts the original galdyat into galdt, whence with suffix-
pronouns in sundry derived conjugations, ¥3¥, Ruth iii. 6,

1!'\‘73 Zach. v. 4, Y97, Prov. vii. 21. But in pause the vowel is

slightly lengthened, ’M Job xxxiii. 4, =|nm Job «xlii. s,
’Jn'l'l Ps. xcix. 50, ’Jm: Ps. xliv. 16; and so also in the
separate form m Lev. xxv. 21, ' 2 Kings ix. 37 A2thibh,
Siloam inscription 1. 3, and from derived conjugations n¥1n
Lev. xxvi 34, T\N‘?ﬂ (in pause), Ezck. xxiv. 12, nL)J.'I Jerem
xiii. 19. Far more frequently, however, the Hebrew uses sepa-
rately the form IN&7Y, NDRY, in pause m:t?g, m:s&j Herein
there is no great mystery. The language had got accustomed
to the form m , and as the old n?g (for n:;bg) was no
longer perspicuous and intelligible, the usual termination n_
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was once morc appended to it. We ourselves do much the
same thing when we say 2kon lovesT, with a double pronominal
termination, to distinguish this form externally from /e loves or
loveth. 1t is curious, however, to observe the Mandaite using a
similar form when he connects the verb with an enclitic, as

fbxnﬂ)ﬂ, “it pleased him,” p:‘?&h&‘;}, “she revealed to you,”
pSWM. “she came to them.” Hcre RPN etc. stand for
NNPNIT etc, the final £ having disappeared as in the ordinary

ﬁ‘)&')&b) or ﬁSRS’bJ, “she fell,” compared with the separate

b,
On the 3rd pers. dual, which occurs only in Arabic, I will
merely remark that the masc. form is uncontracted, \;.;: s

Ll Lk

Le,e ‘;.a; \)o; whereas the fem. is directly derived from the

contracted singular. The form in use is >, L), not, as we

PRl R

should have expected, UYs., Uls,, though these latter are said
to occur dialectically. The ear having once got accustomed to

C oo
<~cj: the dual was naturally taken from this form, as was

L C s

LS from 13,

The 3rd pers. plur. masc. requires a little more explanation.
Reverting to the Ethiopic, we find in use the uncontracted

TND.: taldwi, NNR: bakdyn, O-R: ‘dbys; to which correspond
in Hebrew the pausal !’P’I:I, Deut. xxxii. 37, !’l:@;, Num. xxiv. 6,

!’E\j, Is. xxi. 14, Jerem. xii. 9; and so too probably, though out
of pause, Ps. Ixxiii. 2, "?J'_' !’:D.J' (for O3 k#thibk), and Prov.
xxvi. 7, [where some copics read] NBBY D'i_w !"?:-! (for [the
Massoretic] 1’5‘-1 = !‘9‘-!), More usually, however, contraction
takes place in: Arabic, Hebrew and Aramaic. In Arabic the

> s

form varies according to the characteristic vowel; |, )_L..

becomes \)j_;.: \,__.3._..; and | )_;_ j:s. also become \,..;; and
17—2
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\ ,J-:.; but a preceding fatha produces a diphthong, | ,; for

by \ye for Yy, The vulgar forms in Egypt are rami

from ramad, but mishiyf or mishyii from mishi “go,” bikyit,
nisya, ridyw. In Aramaic we may also remark a difference
between the intransitive and the transitive forms: .aNs makes

@.%., shortened into O-L}-.. but ]I“ makes é“:w con-

tracted, after dropping the final #, into X gildw for gildA.
The corresponding form in Biblical Aramaic texts is usually read
with 4 for ax, S, 1, 39, W7, OB; but also YRRt Dan.
v. 3,4. In the later Jewish writings I find such forms as D3,
;L)a_, and WX, In Syriac the original g¥d'd is used with
suffixes, as ....Jo‘].ﬁa or wa30ato , “they sought me.” In our
~ Jewish Aramaic texts the punctuation is exemplified by X
Dan. v. 6, in later texts D7, *WD7.  In Mandaitic the usual
form is P, R, e, pa (for ]'33), but the # is somctimes

dropped, b7, 1%, M1; this latter form is always used with
enclitics, 8'212Y¥, T‘?’IHR With suffixes the shorter form is
employcd, e.g. W7 “saw me,” =] “sought mc”; but the fuller
form with * often occurs, as ]W'.‘l “saw me,” p’:l'w. p’)p. In
Hebrew the prevalent form is identical with that of the vulgar
Arabic. The normal !"?'3' (for galayii) has been contracted into
1.

The corresponding fem. in Ethiopic is taldwa, bakdya, ‘dbya.
In Aramaic the yet fuller form with final # is preserved, e.g.
Chald. |Xp, NV (for R¥D; Sy 805, caupe; but far
morc common arc the shortened ngz‘?;, D, w05, ....;N
With suffixes, however, the Syriac exhibits ti1c purer forms
intact, ..LA.:S-\, oSy, In Mandaitic this form is rare,
but Noecldeke gives as examples NWFY and w)'jv or “”l"

which are probably to be read ckz# and ekné or Ené, for —tes
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and w18, The Arabic, as you may remember, has adopted

s b

the form UL‘J instead of the original kafaldna; whence in this
class of verbs we meet, according to the vowel of the 2nd

LA X<d AR d rd E A

syllable, with the forms @IV ey ) ws>. The form
ug.g) stands for ;;.g;, and ,\: for ;;l;

In the 2nd pers. sing. masc. the Ethiopic cxhibits thc oldest
form 4NADN: taldwka, M LN: bakdyka, ONEN: ‘abayka, from
0A1P:: The contracted form too is common in verbs 3rd w, as

ten: AhPN:, much rarer in those 3rd y, as #Ln:: Verbs 3rd
#, of which the 2nd radical is a guttural, weaken the diphthong

still further into # as CAN: #*fka, COQN: refka, from CAP:
and €0P:: In classical Arabic the forms are precisely what we

should expect from analogy : ;.: makes :.;,!: t"o) and H”s'

s Lo LA Tl

') and ._,.;f, but L and &.f‘J make L5 and = te).

In thc modern dialects these words may be pronounced nearly
as £'6t and #'mét, which are weakened in the dialect of N. Africa

to 2 and £, &, & gl'zit and »'mit.  Spitta gives the Egyptian
forms as sakét and miskft. In the Aramaic dialects there is a
considerable varicty. The Biblical Aramaic of Daniel exhibits

n'm it. 41, 43, 45, iv. 17, n‘\n ii. 31, 34, and n*31 iv. 19
(h*l/'ub/z, where I do not undcrstand the Massorctic alteration
into N2%), F lj’;a (in some MsS. even my;a, with incompre-
hensible + or =) Dan. iv. 27, all with soft £ which I do not find
it easy to explain ; in later books we find n*‘va as well as n’L)B
but in the plural the weaker form ]%h")i has prevailed, e.g.
;qn'm Dan. ii. 8. Intransitive verbs of the form ’JD have of

course "D, PA"D, In Syriac only the form A..L\ \‘L.)&

is used ; and from the intransitive u'.u, A..,u, ob...,.u likewisc
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with hard ¢, by way of distinction from the ist pers. A.-!.»

The Mandaitic appears to have weakened the original vowels
most, for though the plural exhibits the diphthong rwmp.

RRYT, more frequently than the weaker DA™D, WA'NY (4 or

£?), yet in the singular we find only n"np, i, nfa (for
Nn"%Y). Lastly in Hebrew the weakest form of all has pre-
vailed ; D‘_Jg, DD’;;, stand for bam‘?/ta, benéthém, and these for

bandyta, banaytiim.

The 1st pers. sing. and plur. deviate but little from the ana-
logy of the 2nd.  In G&%¥z and Arabic the forms, apart from the
pronominal affix, are identical ; and in the vulgar dialects the
forms are sak#s, sakénd, mishit, mishind. In Hebrew too 'D‘;Ug.

!J’;UQ, are the exact counterparts in vocalisation of ry;b'y',
standing for ‘asdy#f, ‘asdynd. The one form ’m‘z;ﬂ is remark-

@ s s

able as corresponding exactly with the Arabic c-_:,L,

The Aramaic forms we must notice with a little more detail.
The book of Daniel and the Targims offer us N'IN, N,

&Q‘gﬂ', 32’23, with & for ai; the weaker J\']¥ occurs in Dan,
vii. 19‘; intrans. verbs have naturally the vowel £, ND, R»D,
Similarly in Syriac, in the singular, Q.A.Sfﬁ réméth (ca.stern) or
é.égi rémith (western); but the plural retains the older diph-

thong c.ébi or é...sbi- Intransitives have always #, A..:,.,,

v.:.ap or c.'L..;.u In Mandaitic the usual form is l'\’WP. bad el

N3 (for N'Y3), but whether with ¢ or £ is uncertain.  The plural
has not only the weaker form 1’57, 'R, '3, but also the

stronger diphthongal |')'Rb, PIRP, 'INRBD.  Before encli-
tics the plural exhibits both forms, FONIWNIM, ﬁ‘;mhp. The
singular in the same position has only the weak form, but in two
varieties. Firstly, the final i} may be rejected, as ﬁ‘)"n‘). 59
or, secondly, the original termination of the 1st person may be

restored, ﬁ‘?’n'ﬂp, TN, “I dwelt in it.” In the Talmid
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the ordinary form of the 1st pers. sing. has also lost the final ¢, as
'WPW T came.” W3 “1 asked,” WIN 2 WP 77 “for thee
have I read (the Scriptures), for thee have I repeated” (the
Mishnah); but the fuller form is found occasionally both in it

and in the Targiims, as ‘NI, 'D“_?j, ‘N,

Passing on to the smperfect, 1 will first invite your attention
to the forms in G&&z of the indic. and subj. In the indic. the
original forms must have been y&tditwn, ybbdkéyw ; but the final
short vowels were dropped, yiclding yétdliaw, ybbdkdy; and the
contraction took place, giving as the actual forms in use yord/d,
yebdkt, yrwidt, OO 3 sing. f. tialbrt, tbakyt; 3 pl. m. y¥ta-
lawn, y¥bakéyn. In the subj., which corresponds with the ordi-
nary imperf. of the other Semitic languages, the fuller y#tl#w,
y2bkdy, were contracted into ydtin, ylbkt; 3 sing. f. t21lbk, bkt
3 pl. m. ytlhed, yebkéyn. The forms with a in the 2nd syllable
may be excmplificd by yftaw, ybay, which become yéftan,
y&bas ; the former may be further vocalised into ydf74.

The form of the Arabic imperfect is, as you remember, iden-
tical with that of the Ethiopic subjunctive; Ar. ydktulu = Eth.
y#ktel. We therefore obtain in the imperf. indic. the forms ydz-
luwn, ydbkiyu, yardayu. The rejection of the final short vowels
reduces these to ydtluw, ydbkiy, ydrday, which then become ydtin

e

S, ydbkt b:, ydrdd v.f:; . The subjunctive differs from the

indic. only in its final vowel q, instead of #; but as the combina-

tions nwa and sya do not undergo contraction, the forms in use
ol s Lo

are ydtlnwa ,L‘b , and ydbkiya \P’(” ; whereas the combination

aya becomes first ay and then 4, g‘")?. ydrdd, which is therefore

indistinguishable from the indic. The corresponding vulgar

forms are pimsht and yirdd. The 3rd Arabic form, the jussive,
is marked in the regular verb by the absence of any final vowel,

d..‘;i; . Hence in verbs 3rd 4 and (4 the original form must have

Lol v e C

been %, \éa,g T which would necessarily become yd#/4,

ydbki, yardd, and thus coincide with the indicative. To obviate
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this, the language shortencd the final vowcls, and the result was

the forms ydtlu JI; , ydbki u}...;‘, yarda Jg;
These Arabic forms in their turn cast much light on the
corresponding ones in Hebrew. If we regard the word .‘l‘?l’ by

itself, we might readily suppose that the final vowel & was mcrely
a dulling or obscuration of an older #; that yigl stood for yigi,

just as p# 7B stands for g4, Ar. ,;, or & [} for 58, Ar. ,5. Were
this the case, .‘l‘?)’ would correspond letter for letter to the Ar.

yaglh, g=y.  Other circumstances, however, militate against

this explanation. For instance, if .‘l‘?.\’ = =y, then the 3rd pl.
fem. ought to be ﬂ?‘?m = yyk=u, for yagluwna, whereas the

L

form in use is ng's)m And how about N = g.(..g_. and

n;n' = \P';s‘; yakyd? It would seem therefore that in verbs of

this class the vowel g gained the upper hand in Hebrew as the
characteristic vowel of the 2nd syllable ; and final w cverywhere
gave place to y; so that the oldest Hebrew forms were yaglay,

L

yabkay, most nearly resembling the Arabic = yarda for

yarday, for the alif maksfira of the Arabic is represented in
Hebrew by the termination 1+. In the jussive this vowel would
naturally be shortened to the utmost, whence such words are

R, 3¢, I3, T, In coursc of time, however, as the final

letter became absolutely vowelless, a difficulty would be expe-
rienced in the utterance of the two consecutive consonants.

Words like W:, t7.1’, 2, W, 7!, were unpronounce-

able by the licbrew organs, and a supplementary or furtive
vowel had to be introduced to facilitate their utterance. IHence

such forms as &y°, ‘73‘{, J2%, WP (with hard ), Yh, “:'f- In
MM and 7N, the jussives W' and ‘N became %) and N,
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just like the similar nominal forms ';?, ’.]y:, for 'D.‘.l, ’Jg A
trace of the original @ of the first syllable remains, both in verb
and noun, in the pausal forms ’ﬂE, ’UE’ ’;::l, for the original
09,

In Arz{maic thc same form is dominant as in Hebrew, the

imperfect being usually of the forms f1)3* or &Jl’ h.n.! Mand.
R"IP’J Very remarkable is M"lt) or m‘b in Ezra and Daniel,

with the plur. masc. [\:l!? and fem. ':}j‘l? The verb ]OOT has

also in Syriac a shorter form 10U for the common ]5013, and in

Mand. Noeldeke gives N'1') or wn’s as well as ¥YW1") or
R'\ﬂ"?. Similar varicties occur in Samaritan, ¥7°, and in Tal-

mudic, %15 and ). In Syriac too the verb l.;.», “to live,”

contracts its imperf. into L:..; or ].-:\.! (for ].:.».;), but in Mand.

this does not seem to be the case (N"1%).

The contractions which the augmented persons of the imper-
fect undergo, T will illustrate by the 2nd pers. sing. fem. and the
3rd pers. plural.

In Lthiopic no contraction takes place: the 2nd pers. sing.
fem. is ttaltwt, tbakdyt ; tlbwt, t0bkéys, tiftdwt; the 3rd pers.
plur. masc. yMtaltwi, (. -wd, gibakéyht -yd; yetlbwnt -wd, ybkéyh
-yd, y&bdyft -yd.

In the other dialects thesc forms are more or less contracted.

4 L

In Arabic the 2nd pers. sing. fem. is, for example, v

I s 4 v -

from 1:.., u‘f/ from 9.9 In the former case, U‘L‘G stands

for tagluwina; in the latter, u,:,j stands for fasmsyfna. A verb

AN g

like Q‘ ;) gives the form 53, for tardayfna. The vulgar forms

are 2imshi, tirdf. The corresponding Hebrew forms are ]’ng,
‘Yyn, b, 330, KW, AN, Here PPYR stands for
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ta'sayin, tibki for tabkayf, etc. The Syriac has the advantage
over the Hebrew in having the vowel ¢ instead of the weaker /,

ta.ﬂ‘ﬂl‘ for tabkaytn.

The 3rd pers. plur. masc. in Arabic has the forms ; ,{s\; ,
s s o Lol

Wl g The first of these is contracted from yagluwina,

the second from yarmiydna, the third from yardayfna. The
vulgar forms are yimshd, yirdd. The corresponding Hebrew
form occurs not unfrequently in its uncontracted shape, ]H‘m:.

P, 33!, WP, without final #, PRNY, WR; with a
weaker vowel in the 2nd syllable, ]:.‘.l'\' Deut. viii. 13, ]:'ﬁ’ Ps,

xxxvi. 9. These stand for yabkayfua, yarbayina, etc. More
frequently, however, a still further change takes place: ]::ﬁ’

becomes ]2, Hence Ml’, W:,!i‘l:, w5132, WY
In Syriac the masc. form is \050.3 nrmdn, according to the
Eastern pronunciation, for narmayin ; the Westerns weaken the
vowel of the 2nd syllable to #, ndrmdsn, Q‘Q.Soﬁ . The correspond-
ing Mand. form is written I\'IP’J, pm’); with an enclitic,
A2WY); and in Biblical Chaldce we also find 112, [iRR7,

n',‘ ’
v .
P I s br AL

The 3rd pers. plur. fem. in Arabic is ,l=u, acp, pepi

the first of which, according to the norm Jj’.i.;. , stands for yag-
luwna, the second for yarmiyna, the third for yardayna. The
corresponding Ilebrew form is n;’?g{‘-j. ﬁ;’m. mIn, for
ta'sayna, taksayna, tabkayna. The Aramaic preserves here an
older shape than the other dialects, and does not contract. In
Jewish Aramaic we have I:‘)J’, ]:1,;1‘.2 Dan. v. 16; in Syriac

,:.:.SU;.;; in Mand. [N'}3%) or {N"2") (c.'.sé:!), corresponding

very closely to the Ethiopic subjunctive y2bk¢yd, for yebkéydn.
Passing on to the imperative, we find the minimum of con-

traction in the Ethiopic where the masc. sing. is 2 (for tdléw),



1x.] VERBS '1L) AND "‘7. 267

f. titaf, pl. m. tltwh ; b2kt (for blky), 1. bekdyf, pl. m. békéyd ;
‘dbai (for ‘Zbay), 1. ‘é’bd_yl pl. m. ¥bdyd; f¥tan or f¥ (for fétaw), f.
J¥dwt, pl. m. fétdwh. In Arabic the 3rd radical has altogether

@ Lo

disappeared, as in the jussive, and only a vowel remains: |
uglu for uglnw, ‘.;\ irmi for srmiy, u;)‘ trda for irday or irda.
The vulgar forms have the long vowels, imski, irdd. The differ-

ent persons undergo contraction precisely as in the imperfect.

e
For instance the feminines of the above words are \,}"‘ uglt for

C ol

ugluwi, 9,.)\ srmf for irmiyf, and o J\ srday for srdayf; their

plurals masc,, \)I:.i. ugint for ugluwd ‘}‘)‘ trmd for srmiys, and

lgs )! trdau for srdayd. The vulgar forms are: fem. imshl, srdf;

plur. smshd, srdf. In Hebrew the termination of the imperat.
sing. masc. is substantially the same as that of the imperfect, but

with a slight lengthening of the vowel, ,‘1‘2) , T, .‘l‘?g' i,

for gdas, etc. This lengthening is sometimes found in the im-
perfect, especially in pause and with a jussive sense; as N2

Gen. xli. 33, HW’ Is. Ixiv, 3, ﬁ'ﬁh"?& Jerem. xvii. 17. The
sing. fem. is ’L)! ’W ’&ﬁ for gzl'_yl‘ and that for g¥ayf. The
plur. masc. is found in the oldest form &ketdlin in such words as
wfug and 3’!}3; but far more common are words like ¥/, ),
!N‘}, %D:;!, for'bi.é/t’yd, etc. The corresponding fem. is exe:mpl.i-

LAY d

fied by MW, Cant. iii. 11, for r#'ayna, in Arabic ), raina. In
Syriac we find a very few imperatives with the original diph-
thong in the 2nd syllable, e.g. ..dn.. ..-_\.., ...A.-], and in the
Targiims the punctuation with ¢ occurs, l?i but generally
speaking, in Aramaic thc sound of £ prevails. So in Dan. ii. 4,
M; in Syr. e, waass, wa803; in Mand. 8, 8. The

fem. and plurals retain more of the ancient forms than in Hebrew.



268 IRREGULAR VERBS. [cuav.

Thus the fem. sing. in Syriac is 03 ; in Mand. WP, NI, and
in the Talmad ‘RN “ rejoice,” WA “ get thyself paid.” Hence
it appears that the fem. form 'l7J in the Targtims is to be read
"2.3 (and not "?:_I, as indeed we might infer from the variant

893 (for '8Y). The plural masc. in Syriac is a%3, for rémd's,

and that for réma’iin @ahbs The Mand. exhibits the contrac-
tion |77, N7; the Bibl. Aram. the still greater one of ing;, .

The corresponding fem. in Syriac is c...:ﬁai rémndyén, for rémd-
Jydn, to which answer the Jewish Aram. TINDY or |7, and the

Mand. |N'IW, in Syr. \..L:L'
With regard to the infinitive I will merely remark that the
Hebrew form ,‘ﬁe, ﬂ3§l- ‘I'.‘"l. M, has lost its 3rd radical. Ori-

ginally these were words of same forin as the Arabic infinitive
L Fgen. A 8

£Ls, ¥ Uy, $1K, where the 3rd rad. , or (5 appears as a amsa.
In Hebrew however the lamza fell away after the loss of the

final vowels, and the preceding 4 passed as usual into 4 The
other infinitive nﬁsg, M3, MY, stands for galitk, bandth, by

L
contraction for galawat, banayat; just as in Arabic o stands

Srrr 8 o0 Sorr S o Soor

for SJL‘, Lo for iy, 35 for £35. The Aramaic infinitive
with prefixed m varies slightly in form in the several dialects.
In Bibl. Aramaic we have £)ID, R‘?JD, RN‘IQ, with suff,

F'3¥D, as contrasted with the Syriac II\‘so 10,80, with suff,
OLA.\e‘o. In the form “:KSB I see the influence of verbs &"‘),

as well as in the imperatives of Pa“cl, Aph‘cl, etc. In Mand.
both forms seem to occur, N'J2'D, N™I1'D, as well as NID'D,
N3ID; and so also in the Talmad 'Y, *PIb, 'jl;lp, as well

as R2)'D “to get paid.” There also occurs in Bibl. Aram. the

form ﬁ‘):bs Ezra v. 9, like 83D in Targ. Prov. xxv. 27 and
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&'nﬁb in Targ. Estherv. 14. The form NJDS or &J:l‘? in Ezra

v. 3, 13, is probably corrupt; in any case it ‘must be meant for
an infin. Pe‘al and not Hithpe'&l.

The Arabic participle active has the same form as in the
s

regular verb, but contracted ; J\», ‘.\ |y u“ y» for d\-. y <\

.‘,«6" s fem, a,d\.., etc. The vulgar form is bdkf, mdshi, rdt_it,

fem. ddkiye or bakye (with short a), etc. The Aramaic has
preserved an older form kdfa/, instcad of the prevalent fdes/;

c.g. in Biblical Aramaic My, "y, plur. ri;, rw, fem.

ﬁ:b:, plur. ]:J;q, in Syriac % !'% fem. L;L;Y‘ {_:;",

and in Mandaitic N'INF, N*R2. The form ]’5?, i3, for

bdnayin, is analogous to the Hcbrew plurals Dfé, Dfl_)g’, for

mayém and shamayim, and is probably due to an effort to
prescrve the consonant power of the ydd unimpaired. Similar
to the Aramaic is the Hebrew form, which appears in its

integrity in the proper name *1iR; but ordinarily as has passed
into & and we get the form M, MY, construct th, M,
like *3, MW, TW. The corresponding fem. is exemplified by
n"l'g , A, n;?, which stand for pdrayat, rd‘ayat, sdnayat. The
fem. “1'?3!» Cant. i. 7, is like the Aramaic MY, or it may

rather be taken as = Arabic 2;!\,., with 7 in the 2nd syllable;

if so, the other form n:;b s H:Dﬂ , ﬁ:‘]b, n:b?, is only a slight
variation, with emphatic utterance of the 3rd radical.

The passive participle of the Hebrew presents the regular
form kagl, W3, WY, fem. 773, 7Y, with * at the end,
whether the third radical be rall)" ‘or 1.' The final radical is
somctimes rejected, WY, IB¥, which some derive from ’ﬂg’
’1!?, others from m , ﬂb?_ The original 2 reappears in the
two plurals Zetkfble NP, 1 Sam. xxv. 18, and I, Is. iii. 16.
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In Esther ii. 9 ni'&\n'; scems to be a mistake for m’&\ﬂ:l,

which is found in some Mss. and editions. The corresponding
Aramaic participle has the form )3, on, Nb, W Syr.

k Mand. N'I1; the plur. is ]"U Dan. iii. 25, in Syr ot
r.....- ; the fem. &:J;v, L.X\\ The form would seem then to be
that of adjectives like \:’\m, n':sé; \a. (or \\.é..), n:a..';
Oy 15;{\; ,.sb;, Ta&o';, which spring from an original &atal

& or § s

§ -
or katil, like Jky “brave,” o> “handsome”  Jis “glad,”
§ - e
uwe “dirty.” The nearest Arabic equivalent would be t.‘..
rd L

b4 & 4 & -
“in grief,” o, “perishing” for Q.s\.‘., 59y, but either the
Aramaic words had & in the second syllable, or thc termination
was influenced by that of the activce participle. On this sup-

position 11)3 would stand for banay, plur. ')A for banayin, fem.
R:;g for banaya, banayat. Lastly, the Arabic passive participle
has the form magtd/, and therefore appears in these verbs as

L4

e w G - (g * L - “

JAC=PH Rt In the case of e qar, the influence

§ el

of the final y has sufficed to transform the original # of ; }‘I"

$ » Lo

Iyéyes into . The vulgar forms may be exemplified by ,4.;‘,.

mahdfy, which has become mdhdy, fem. mahdiye, plur. mahdiyfn,
In treating of the derived conjugations I can be somewhat

more brief’,
In the intensive or Pi“él the Ethiopic form alone is pure

in the third person of the perfect: hN®: Aalldwa, “ watch,”

1 [Of the sketch of the derived conjugations of these verbs there is, among Prof.
Wright's papers, only a rough draft in pencil, not going beyond the intensive or
Pi“él. There are indications in the Ms. that the writer intended to add, in a
separate paragraph, some remarks on the other derived conjugations; but, as these are
for the most part constructed on exactly the same model as the Pi*‘él, it has seemed
sufficient to refer to them from time to time, in the course of the discussion of the
intensive, by foot-notes or insertions within square brackets.]
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ch\P: falldya, “meditate,” chiv@: lassdwa, “lie,” U 1P: sanndya,
“be beautiful,” UND®: /lalldiwa “become, be,” contracted Ufe
hall8'. The Arabic exhibits (¢ for 4 in the 3rd pers. sing., not

¢ -

only hcre, but throughout all the derived conjugations; v_\,.
e P
for gallaya, whence plur. masc. \)_L,. for gallayf, fem. U__a_\_,.
The vulgar form of the plur. masc. would be ga//d. In Hebrew
we find similar forms prevailing, viz. .'1&).1 for gallaya, !'71 for
gallay# [Niph'al 752 plur. 1)), and so forth]. In Aramaic the
vowel of the first syllable has been retained intact, but that of
the second has been weakened to the utmost, the resulting form
being in Bibl. Aram. 3, *39 [Haph'el ‘533, ' from N,
etc.], Syr. un?;, ...3.0', Mand. R'DR, RINY for mannaya, etc.,
[and so throughout the other derived conjugations]. The length-
cning of the final vowel by the complete vocalisation of the
radical y has affected the form of the 3rd plur. masc, which

is now Y, 1"]?; Syr. o.-.i.;, 0.-9.0' ; the Mand. however

gives us [N, NORD for skannayfina. Of the 3rd plur. fem.
there are no cxamples in Biblical Aramaic. The Syriac form is

....';S‘;, shortened from ‘_._:a"" from an original rabbaydn(a);
Mand. [Aphel] 802DK, 3"t = @310 w30].—The 3rd sing.
fem. of the Arabic is - Jo for gallayat, which appears in
Hebrew (before suffixes) as éillat/l, e.g m"\i? , !ﬂ§2, or, with
slight tone-lengthening of the vowel 'JN:BD, 'JnEn The ordi-
nary form in Hebrew of course is TI!:\‘?D, a‘ll???, with double

termination. The Aramaic inflects regularly, AL for rabbayal,
Mand. PDNINY, PN“WY. The Targiims give, it is true, the
forms n&_&‘%g, n:‘?g, but this punctuation seems as doubtful as

! [And so in the other derived conjugations dilawa, dstaya, tafdtroa, takdrya,
etc.; so that the whole inflexion of the perfects is the same as in the strong verb.)
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in the 1st conjugation. The 2nd pers. always retains the diph- '

s Lo

thong in Arabic, > galaita for gallayta, of which the
vulgar form would be g#//%s. In Hebrew the vowel is weakened
to 4 I, 03, fem. 1H), plur masc. Y3, Dy,
but the older ¢ is sometimes retained in the first pers, e.g.
R, NP, 93 and b, MY and MUY, In Biblical
Aramaic the only form that occurs is I'3D, Dan. iii. 12. Syriac
distinguishes the second person A.s?; (plur. \OZL.%};) by giving
it hard ¢ while the first person is Aa.?{ with soft /& The

former word was originally rabdbaita, the latter rabbaiti, and so
the rcason for the different trcatment of the two cascs lics
mcrely in the wish to differentiate the later forms. Whether
the same rulc applies to the Mand. R'ONI, NINE, N, we
cannot tell; probably not, as the Targiims seem to make the

difference in the vowels, J:\"?; fem. n*‘;;g, but ’n"?g, ﬂ“;?é,
supposing the punctuation to be correct®.

In Ethiopic the form of the subjunctive mood of the imper-
fect is B&4h: yfdunst, PUN: yahdllt, PRN: yesalll, e :
yahallf for -n#w, -{. The corresponding indicative, 3rd pers.

sing., in Arabic is \I’\sg. by regular contraction for H""-S\""

’

! [In the other derived conjugations the older # occurs also in the second person.
In the Niph‘al it is commoner than 4, and in the perfects of Po‘‘el and Hoph‘al
¢ is never thinned to £ before consonantal affixes.]

% [So in all the derived conjugations, as in the intransitive form of Pe‘al; supra,
p. 261 s¢.]

3 [This distinction is not uniformly carried out in the printed texts: e.g., in the
first person, the Bomberg editions have 'n'ss Ps. xxx. 3 (Ncbiensis 'D'&y)' e
Deut. xxxiv. 4 (where the same pronunciation is indicaled by means of the Babylonian
vowels in the Ms. of the Brit. Mus. used by Mcerx, Chrest. Targ. p. 54), side by side
with ‘D Gen. xxxi. 39, Deut. xxvi. 1o (where the cdition of Sabbioncta,
according to Berliner, has 'Q'N'{#, but Compl. agrees with Bomb.), ’D‘&MN.& Ezck.
xvi. 3. These examples shew how precarious are the rules formulated in ordinary
¢ Chaldee” grammars, which for the most part are not even based on the fundamental
editions of the Targiims. ]
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A according to the norm |34, the preceding 4esr changing every
w into . We arc thcref;re surprised to find in Hebrew .'1‘?3‘
instead of ’%J‘. I can only explain this by supposing that it is.
duc to an ci;'ort at uniformity. We found rcason to suppose
that the a-form prevailed in the first conjugation; and it is in

e
its proper place in the passives: .‘l%.!’ for yagullay, Ar. L,f\s‘i’- H

u'l‘?,l‘ for yakuglay, Ar. L.S\s‘?- s whence, I imagine, it spread to
the Piel, [Hip/¢dl). and Nipl'al, giving .‘l'?.j‘ instead of “7;’,

Ar. u,si;;- [ﬁ‘?.\j instead of "71’, Ar. 91;‘;]’ and "1‘73' instead

of '53' Ar. lew As regards the plural of the imperfect
we find in Hebrew examples of uncontracted forms, p*mn. Is.
xL. 18, J¥PIN, ibid. ver. 25, ch. xlvi. s, !D:D;‘ Exod. xv. §;

FE I
but the ordinary form is !‘-7._1?, Arabic ,\=, yugaliina, for

yugalliyina. A similarly uncontracted participle is the Pu“al
D'D\bb in Isa. xxv. 6. The shortened or jussive form of the

Imperfect is in Arabic J.;\; » to which correspond closely the
Hebrew 1¥%, Deut. xxviii. 8, %", W, Ps. cxli 8°.
The Aramaic form of the Imperfect differs from the Hebrew,

® s oo

' (In like manner n})nv corresponds to \;st ]
* [Similarly in the ITiph'fl the forms without a helping vowel BB}, PR, ¥

“ -

correspond to the Arabic J.-s\g. o while the forms with a helping vowel like ',&, '70:_1
stand for yagl, ya‘l, as, in the case of nouns, 1‘3@" Wi stand for malk, na‘r. In the
Ilithpa‘‘cl the Jussive is ‘)]l;\!] for yithgall, pl. ADPNY, in pause ‘)w,m,. 2 Sam. xiii. 6,
and so without pause YNRA, Deat. ii. g, 19 (under the influence of the virtually

doubled guttural), also WN. The Pi‘lel H)Wn‘,l has Jussive lﬂé?’, for 1"15?’]
w. L. 18
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being in Biblical Aramaic R‘?:!' xnb‘, often written with %=

in thc Targiims; [and this :m’ runs through all the conjuga-
tions), while segko/ appears in the termination only a very few
times in pause, as ij_‘lls, Dan. ii. 24, .'13[!._1, Dan. ii. 4,—a doubt-

ful punctuation. The plural is |33, [}jy2!. The Syriac and

Mandaitic forms are nearly identical, viz. 15;5, pl \65;.!;
N’BR‘!’J, NN, pl pL)Rﬁ’J, N, In Biblical Aramaic
the final §#r¢ is however shortened with suffixes into 7, 30",
Dan. v. 7, and A3¥}*, Dan. ii. 11, which might raise a dout;t
whether 8=, '= aris.es out of a¢, as in Hebrew, or out of . 1
prefer the former view because of the plural ]SJ?‘, and because

the participle is &‘:?g.b, Dan. vi. 11, with the plural ]“_;SD. Ezra

vi. 10, Syr. ]f;m, TA;SO, which could only arise out of

mésallayfn not mésalliyfn. The striving after unity of termina-
tion in the same part of the different verbal forms has here been
pushed to its utmost.

The Imperative has in Ethiopic the form £4%: fduns, 0\ :
sdllt for fanndw, sally; fem. g4P: fannkwt, ROR: salléyt; plur.

masc. &4D.: fannkwh, ROR: salldyd. In Arabic the correspond-
ing form has a short vowel in the singular, J-_-'; for gallsy, but

the feminine is \’L’. for ga?liyf and the plural masc, \,t. for
galliyd. 1dentical herewith is the shorter Hebrew form 1¥, |,
Ps. Ixi. 8, ‘73, Ps. cxix. 18, 22, D), Dan. . 12, for sanwi ctc. The
longer and commoner form MY, mP, has arisen under the
combined influence of the Qal ‘l‘)i and the normal Bap —In
the Aramaic dialects similar forms prevail. The Bibl. Aram.
yields the form 'JD for ’JD, Ezr. vii. 25. In the Targims you
will find both "75 and "’75, but the former is probably correct.
So in Mand. N'ON!, N*IN7; in the Talmid ) “change,”
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“remove,” in Samaritan ’SD, in modern Syriac o, u..étﬁ,
sdpi for sappl. In ancicnt Syriac alone do we encounter a
different form ]I(\, which is probably owing to the influence of
verbs N "), which would naturally have this vowel'. The fem.

in Syriac is HS\’\’ in the Targiims &‘;7.3 for ‘R‘?Q ; the plur. m,
in Syriac is o&(\, in the Targiims ﬁ‘;g, Mand. 1ON7, 'DN3;
the plur. fem. in Syriac e.:&.'&for galldydn, in the Targims

W53

The Infinitive is remarkable for the variety of its forms.

8, Lo

In Arabic the preference is given to the form 5&, the real

origin of which I explained to you before [supra, p. 204];

S, oo, S, Lo,
thus & s, & ) ot which become in vulgar Arabic, under
the influence of the accent, tasliye, ta'slye, tarblye. In Hebrew
the usual form of the inf. abs. is ﬂ‘;?;. "I)_E, according to the

norm '7!39 [and similarly Hiph. n‘?;j, Hoph. .‘IBJ."'I on the norm
‘)t._oi_)r_!, ‘)b")."!], but M occurs in Ps. xl. 2, which was originally

-«
! {As in the infinitive Pe'al u“iD 5 see p. 268, swpra. An original gnllay (with
a In the last syllable, acconling to the principle of effort after uniformity of termina-
tion explained in the text) would give ga/2, gallf, but an original malla’ (from n&) =
F 3
Yo) might naturally become malld. Now, in Syriac, verbs w$ {with a very few cx-

L 2 v
ceptions in the intensive stem, such as 1-9 and tﬂz) have become entirely fused
with verbs Y2 and ¥, and in the main it is the Iatter class of verbs that have
prevailed to determine the form of the verbal inflexions.  But in the inf. Pe‘al and

14 o oF ? ga®
also in the imperatives Pa“el, Aph‘cl and Ethpa‘al (n:w N, II\‘L]) the &

form may he supposcd to have prevailed. The imperative Ethpe‘el on the other hand

\4 - P
has the unweakened termination ay %T, in Eastern Syriac gaA\"Lf
ethgnl, with transposition of the vowel and double silent .. Duval, p. 193,

o
thinks that the imperatives in 4, to which must be added a single Pe‘al form, ]L
‘comc,” nre relics of the cnergetic form in an, d; cf. p. 195 supra.]

18—2
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kauwd, corresponding to the Arabic form (with weakened vowel)
kittdl.  The inf. const. is hﬁ‘?;. th. hi‘;s_, formed as an inten-
sive from the Ka/ ni()g ctc.; originally therefore galldth. In
Aramaic the different dialects vary considerably. The Targiims
have 733 [with suf. ‘n¥p); Aphel in Biblical Aramaic M,
,‘1:1[1::1, Targumic n&;t'?x_{ and so forth], the Talmiid Babli 'ﬁb&_&.
':59?_, Mand. R"™MDR, 8™MDN), which form sometimes occurs in
the later Targiims, e.g. “ﬁxj In these dialects forms with
prefixed m sometimes occur, e.g. Mand. RMIN¥*D; and the

heg V7
same prefix appears in the Syriac forms Q.A.,eo constr.
e ¥

Lo...&@o, [Aphél q.‘.&\‘.s'o and so forth, which, apart from the

initial m, are of the same type as the Biblical and Targumic
forms].

The active participle is in Arabic J_;\_,: for mugalliy~,
[ 4

the passive J;:\.: for mugallay*®. Here all is clear and dis-
tinct, as also in Hebrew .'IE)JD, n‘?eb But in Aramaic a

considcrable amount of confusion has becn introduced by the
unlucky assimilation of active and passive forms. Thus the

absolute singular masc. Rsm, "?;p. u:\ilo is, it is true, suffi-
ciently distinct from the passive "7'2 , _.i{‘so, but all the
other forms are hopelessly confounded, and can only be dis-

tinguished with the help of the context. [Similarly in the

(9
causative stem the Arabic active part. J=\c and the passive
L4

® o

L;\.s\,:, the Hcbrew active n‘zlp and the passive H‘ZJQ are
clearly distinguished, but in Syriac thc active &;fo and the

vy ¥
passive 3020 assume identical forms with inflcxional addi-

tions, M, Q-AB& etc.]
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[Appendix. Verbs of whick one radical is an N.

Here we must distinguish, in general, betwcen forms in
which the N retains its original force as a guttural consonant
(kamza) and forms in which the 8 is weakened or disappears,
according to thc principles laid down above, pp. 44 sgg. In the
former case there is no irregularity, properly so called, though
the 8 excrts the usual influence of a guttural on ncighbouring
vowels; in the latter case weak forms arise, some of which can
be at once explained by the general rules at pp. 44 sgg., while
others involve also the operation of the law of analogy, and the
influence of weak verbs of the class that have a y or * among
their radicals.

In Ethiopic verbs a radical ¥ is throughout treated as a gut-
tural. Similarly in Arabic verbs a radical famsa commonly
remains consonantal in all positions (except where two lamsas
come together in the same syllable) and the inflexion is essen-
tially regular, though a certain tendency to soften the guttural
prommcnatxon in the dircction of y or s, under the influcnce of
an # or § immediately preceding or following the Aamsa, is indi-

s 3. - 3.

cated by the orthographic rules which bid us write (wy for (b,

3 [ - fe. -uu
cwsn for G, J_;,_p for J.;L; etc. For the details of these rules
it is sufficient to refer to the Arabic Grammar. Further weaken-
ings of a radical /Zamza, involving the entire disappearance of
the consonant or its conversion into 2z or y, occur in old Arabic
in certain parts of very common verbs, or, sporadically, under the
influence of metrical nccessity. It is recorded that in the time of
Mohammed the people of the Hijiz retained the guttural force
of hamza less firmly than many other tribes, and to the influence
of the Hijazl pronunciation may be ascribed such readings in the

Kor'an as H’ﬂ;’ w; for ya'tf, mu'min'. In modern Arabic the

f ] s
! Tn all cases where radicnl { is represented by P simple s the consonants,

taken by themselves, indicate a pronunciation in which the radical has ceased to
be heard as a guttural; and this is very intelligible if we remember that the laws
of Arabic orthography are mainly based on the text of the Kor'an, which was first
written down in the [Tijiz, and without s or other diacritical points. But as regards ~.
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weakening of Aamsa has gone much further, so that, for example,
verbs tertiae hamsatae arc entircly merged in verbs fertine .
The extreme is reached in the Aramaic dialects, where conso-
nantal ¥ is maintained only as an initial or betwecn two full
vowels, The Hebrew holds a middle position between the
Arabic and the Aramaic, but there is reason to think that at
the time when the oldest Biblical Books were written it rctained
the consonantal force of & much more fully than the Massoretic
tradition admits. (See below, p. 284.) Of the details a brief
sketch will suffice.

A. Verbs X'D. In the perfect of the simple stem N is
initial, and retains its guttural force, so that the inflecxion is
essentially regular. In Syriac initial | demands a full vowel
instead of a mere vocal sk#vd, and in the perfect this vowcl is

commonly e, Azﬂ., with the same thinning of the original 4 as in
the fem. ASA.S. l;'SD]. But in some verbs the Eastern Syrians

have the older and stronger pronunciation SS.'" >o.$]', m', ].é"'
In Mandaitic also the vowel of the first syllable is generally a4,
NN, and so too in the fem. we have NNTDNY, O as well
as N, nsSry. In Biblical Aramaic the vowel appears to

be shorter, N, 5}&' In Syriac a few verbs assume in the
perfect the form of verbs ¥'B, al\l], a\., P 501.':..

¢ (3
v 3, w 8,

In the imperfect the Arabic has S\, 4L, to which such

the pronunciation of the text the influence of the 11ijiz was limited, and most readers
preserved something of the guttural sound in very many cases where there was nothing
to indicate this in the consonantal text. The insertion of the sign 5 is thercore a sort
of corrective, warning the careful reader to retain, in spitc of the consonants, at least &
trace of the original guttural.

A
! So too \\31, for y® = (8,5 The Western Syrians wrile 3], and cven

23'1_;, the §§ before gy being pronounced by them as ]
3 A fuller vowel, &, 8, is given in Mss. and carly editions of the Targums and

even in some copics of the Bible ; but these forms, and others to be mentioned below,
with M8, R instead of a Aafeph, are now cxplained as due to transcription from Mss.

with Assyrian punctuation in which therc were no distinctive signs for the Jafephs.
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Hebrew forms as ‘b&:. WONA closely correspond. But in Heb,,
where the N retains its guttu.ral force, the pronunciation is usually
facilitatcd by the insertion of a Jafeph or a short vowel, t‘h"s:,
:nw 2 fem. ‘BDRH etc. By this means the radical & may
rcmam consonantal even in the first person, qu't. whereas in

(3
.o.a’ d A,

Arabic ,J{H necessarily becomes | dku/u, because two hamzas
cannot be pronounced in one syllable. The same contraction
sometimes appears in old Arabic in the other persons, and in
modern Arabic the pronunciation ydéul, ydmur is the rule.

Similarly Ilcbrew 'IZ!N, I, SDN. TN, | BR form the imper-

fects TN, .‘1@&’. L)Q&' etc.; yo- standmg as usual for yd-.
The first persons arc written ‘l;k etc. with a single 8, which

probably indicates that the contraction began, as in Arabic,
with the part in which two hamzas came together. King
Mésha‘ also writes "), “and I said,” 1. 24, AN L 11, 20,
but RN 1. 6, 14. The @ of the second radical, which becomes

a, & in current discourse or with retracted accent, 7N, '7;&('],
TWNM, extends through all these verbs, and similarly N
makes TAX' and MW HOR, HDX', RDRN and qolg Gl
(with omission of the &). In all these cases the broader prefix
secms to have thinned the #», 4 of the second radical to 2, 7
a vowel which the Ilcbrew imperfect usually avoids. Similar
forms from stative verbs with imperfect a are :lojkl, Mal. i 2,

T’ﬁ’] (for "'lljﬁ’)), 2 Sam. xx. §, K&?; but beside these we find
also ngls, Prov. viii. 17, "iljgg, Gen. xxxii. §, and probably
™M, 2 Sam. xx. § K&thibh, with similar forms from A& and

‘7?&- Those from the two last verbs may be mere Aramaisms ;
the others scem to be genuine Hebrew forms and may be com-

@ ’ f
pared with the dialectic Arabic ‘.9._..\:.‘ from ‘.5\.

In the Aramaic imperfect (and inf.) the contraction into ¢
(for 4, a', as in the particle l.'l =), »a’) is universal ; Jewish Ar.,
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DN, ‘7?&’. inf. WONRD etc., Syr. \0913. Wolo. But in verbs
imperfect @ the West Syriéns further thin ¢ to £; thus +ols,
;527]59 are in the East némar, mémar, but in the West nfmar,

mimar,

Lo I

The Arabic imperative is nccessarily J....v\ not J...;‘, J! not

&
(S S 3 ’ff

Js®.  Three verbs commonly reject the first radical, 3.1, ol

//f Cw

JS\, making .»., o J{, whence in vulgar Arabic we cven find

the perfects had and kal. So from H"\ we have h_,,..\ and u,
in pause u. A similar apocope takes place in Syriac in the

imperatives ]Z “come” and Y “go”*, Apart from these
anomalous forms the only point to be noted about the Syriac
imperative is that the full vowel necessarily assumed by the

initial ] is @ before 4 but ¢ before a, Wdo); o]—a distinction
which does not appear to be carried out in the other dialects
of Aramaic. In Biblical Aramaic and Targumic, as in Hebrew,
a /lateph commonly takes the place of a full vowel; yet we find

in the Targums such forms as W', 513'&5, and even in Hcbrew
the plurals 3B% and !’f@. In the passive participle the Syriac
has ]', but in Dan. iii. 22 we have [IN.

In the reflexive of the simple stem the Arabic ;2.‘:_;.\, imper-

3
w 8. s w e

fect J.i;b, perf. pass. j.‘i,\, requires no explanation. But the verb

P 1 rr B e P
as-| .makes a.’su\ and so also we find ) /\ as well as J ).u| Jsu\

[
[ [y P Ces, Cos Cw, Cwr

X But}..\i, J..‘, and so forth. Soal.soj“, nswcllas,.,, but &5)’ df)-

* Talm. B. XD, »1; but in Bibl. Aram. 9}, Ezra v. 15 (in the Targums S
Numb. xxii. 35, Compl., Bomb.); inm, Dau. iii. 26 (in the Targums RI'R, RDY).
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as well as)’.s’\i.,'\, and more rarely a few other cases of the same
kind. Similarly in Aramaic r?ulv MM with sporadic cases
of the same kind in other verbs. The ordinary Syriac reflexive
is SS]LI’ fem. L;MZT, by thc gencral rule of Syriac that [

gives up its vowel to a vowelless consonant and disappears in
pronunciation. In the Targums this elision scems not to take
place and the forms are rcgular. In the intensive stem the | in
Syriac also mostly surrenders its vowel and is elided after prefixes

with a vanishing vowel: imperf. \\?].; for s'akkel (1st person

\?") part. “?N? etc. Similar forms are found, though less
consistently, in Jewish Aramaic and occasionally in Hebrew,
"YUR). 2 Sam. xxii. 40, for UMM, Ps. xviii. 40, B5D, Job
xxxv. 11, and so forth. In Aramaic the extensive stem (Aph‘el
and Shaph‘cl with their reflexives) passes wholly over into the

forms of verbs Y'B, except in the two verbs |B'7, é&cﬁ and
‘N NN, Palmyrene ‘1R, De Vog. 15,1 4, ....A:]'. where the N

becomes Y5 compare the Hebrew imper. Hiph. !’li\cl, Jer. xii. g,
and the part. D “giving car,” Prov. xvii. 4 The Hebrew

forms are generally regular, but in a few cases we find the con-
traction of 81‘-7 into 4, as 5’_3&, Hosea xi. 4, and so in the

Niph‘al %), Numb. xxxii. 30, or even into 4, 5¥Rﬂ, Numb.

xi. 25, :lj::], I Sam. xv. §. The passage of ¥ into ), which plays

so large a part in Syriac, is sometimes found also in the Arabic
verb, but in a different connexion and mainly in the later

g @ S P S

language. Thus a'd often becomes awd, 1y .\ for 1y e L5 they
deliberated together,” and so too initial ‘4 sometimes becomes

e d e

wd in stem I1I, JS\y for ¢ 1. In modern Egyptian Arabic we
85
cven find wakkil for JS\, perf. of SV IL
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B. Verbs N'Y. In Ethiopic, Arabic and Ilcbrew the forms are
generally strong throughout ; and strong forms are also common
in Eastern Syriac'. But in Arabic these verbs are somectimes
assimilated to hollow verbs, or, when the hamza begins a syllable
and is preceded by a vowelless consonant, it is elided and throws
back its vowel on the consonant before it. This happens mainly

i
with the verb  Jl, “ask,” from which we have such forms as

w s, g

JL:. ;-L-, JWw, or more frequently, with elision, Juy. Simi-

td f"l
larly the common ¢ 2 for q‘x “he will sec,” and a few others.

In Western Syriac the elision of | is the rule, whether at the
beginning or end of a syllable, unless it stands between two full
vowels ; but the otiant letter is generally allowed to remain in

writing ; thus perf. Peal \le (E. Syr. \fa), imperf. \L'-J‘, pl.
\QS‘.;S (E. Syr. \]:-.;, plL \QS‘.A.;, where the subscript line

denotes a kind of vocal skéva), Ethpe'el S1As] (E. Syr. $]As]),
Ist pers, AS]A:-]‘, and so forth. When the first or third radical is

an aspirate we sometimes find forms like A:':l:;, ..45.;, where
the hardening of the aspirate rcpresents an older doubling, pre-
sumably due to assimilation of the |. In Biblical Aramaic the
N maintains itself, as in E. Syriac, and so apparently in the Tar-
gums. In the latter & may pass into * when it is doubled, e.g.

MY (YY) Pa“el of WY, So too many Syrians pronounced

qié as bayesh, and the verb -9]..‘ forms the Pa“cl .o.:.z ; but

in the latter case it is the form of the P&al that is secondary. The
transition of verbs N} to hollow verbs, of which we have found

some examples in Arabic, prevails within the Aramaic field in

1 Sce for the Syriac Nestle in Beitr. sur Assyriologic, 1. 153 s¢g. (where however
in Noldeke’s judgment the case is overstated, and insufficient weight is given lo the
numerous instances in which the ancient Nestorian Massora (of A.1. 8gg) forbids the
] to be pronounced),  All Syriac verbs of this class are stative in fonm.  In Hebrew
the only cases of contraction are W] pl. of the Pi‘lel M) (f this is not rather an

old Niph‘al from f'R) and possibly YR}, Eccles. xii. §.
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Mandaitic. A transition to R"D sometimes occurs.in Syriac,
c.g. o)y, .:sb]{. (from JS.D), O{L". Ps. xli. 2; but most

forms of this kind are only graphical errors.

C. Verbs R”‘). Here the tendency of the languages,completely
carried out in vulgar Arabic, and almost completely in Aramaic,

is to entirc assimilation with verbs ""7 In the intensive stem
of a very few Syriac verbs a final |, though it is no longer
actually pronounced, rctained its guttural force to so late a date

that the forms are still l..'.s;, L'_'Sl]: ]&;{ (with a for ¢ in the
last syllable under the influence of the guttural), and are com-
monly inflected regularly, except that the | throws back its
vowecl in forms like 3rd pl. perf. OL:_"J etc. In Hebrew alone do
the &"’7 form a distinct class of weak verbs, the 8 retaining its
consonantal force whenever it has a vowel, MD, WYL, ’MD’
or even a vocal skva, ?lN}DR, but being absorbed into the

previous vowel when it closes a syllable. In a final syllable this
absorption produces no change in the quality of the vowel,

though it lengthens a to 4, R¥D, stative RSD, imperf. R¥D
(for yimsa’, with charactcrlstlc a before the guttural), Nlph'al
N¥D), N¥2', Hiph. N'¥D7 cte. In the perfect of the simple
stein the normal vowel is also retained in syllables not final
nRYb, DR‘?Q, but the other perfects in such cases uniformly

take ¢ NINYD), INYD ctc. A similar law of uniformity pre-

vails in all imperfects (so far as the few examples allow us to
judge), but here the vowel is sighol ; TIINEDR, NINYIDA cte.

So also the imper. of the simple stem IN¥D; in the derived

stems there are no examples of the imperative with consonantal
affix. If we compare these forms with the corresponding parts
of verbs third guttural we sec that the & of the perfect and the
séghol of the imperfect alike represent an older a’, and it seems
most likcly that the deflection to ¢, é, has been produced under
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the influence of verbs "':7. The two classes of verbs often run
into one another, as may be scen from the lists of mixed forms
in any Hebrew Grammar.

In what has been said above as to the treatment of radical 8
in Hebrew we have had to do with the stage of the language
represented by the Massoretic pronunciation; but before we
lcave the subject it will be well to glance at the reasons, alrcady
alluded to on p. 278, for concluding that traces of a morc
primitive pronunciation are preserved in the spelling of the
consonantal text. It is not doubtful that when Hebrew and
the neighbouring Canaanite dialects were first committed to
writing, spelling went by sound and not by ctymology, so that &
would not be written unless it was actually heard as a guttural.
Let us first apply this consideration to ancient inscriptions, in
which we are sure that we have the actual orthography of the
first writers, untouched by subsequent correction. On the stcle
of Mésha‘ we have /9, “head,” N, “gazingstock,” XY “and
I said,” all with omission of a radical & which was alrcady lost
in pronunciation. But on the other hand we have JDR", FRD
(Heb, DYIRD), |NY “shecp.” The last example is particularly
noticeable in contrast with &9; for whilc the spelling JPRD
might conceivably be aided by the singular WD (. 20) there
was nothing to help the retention of the 8 in |XY unless it was
actually sounded when this spelling was chosen. So again
when the Phoenician writes 33 “I built” (C. 7. S. 3,1 4) but
l'\R‘lp “] called” (£6. 1, 1. 7) we are certainly not justified by the
rules of Phoenician spelling in taking the ¥ to be mecrely the
sign of the vowel . When we pass from inscriptions to the
Biblical texts we are met by the difficulty that the spelling has
undergone later revision, especially by the insertion of vowel
letters in cases where these were not used in old times. DBut &
is not a mere mater lectionss; the rule that prevails is that ¥ is
inserted wherever it is etymologically justified, whether it is
sounded or not, and the cxceptions to this rule are merely
sporadic, except in such cases as WX for 2NN, where the
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second ¥ must have lost its sound in very ancient times. It is
incredible that any systematic correction of the orthography,
by the lights that the later Hebrew scribes possessed, could have
given us a system so correct etymologically as the Old Testament
displays; and the same degree of correctness already appcars on
a small scale in the Siloam inscription (DWD, N¥W, ¥/84,
against Moabite and Phoenician #M). The conclusion is inevit-
able that when Hebrew first came to be written to an extent
sufficient to give a tolerably fixed orthography, radical ¥ still
retained in most cascs its guttural sound.]
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ADDITIONAL NOTES AND CORRECTIONS.

P. 3, 1. 35. Since this was printed Prof. Kautzsch, now of Halle, has
brought out the 25th edition of Gesenius' Heb. Gr. (Leipzig,
1889) with considerable additions and improvements.

P. 7,1 35. For 421 read 420,

P. 13, footnote. Still later are the cursive tablets of the Arsacid period,
some of which Strassmeier has published in Zetschr. f Assyr.
vol. iii. (1888) p. 129 sgg. One of these (p. 135) of the year
8o n.c. is, a8 Mr E. A. W. Budge kindly informs mc, the latest
example of the Assyrian writing of which we have certain
knowledge.

P. 17. The Aramaic inscriptions will form the second part of the great
Paris Corpus. The first fasciculus, edited by M. de Vogiié, has
appeared (Paris, 1889).

P. 20, L. 10. For 1865 read 1855.

Jbid., footnote 1. Further information about the dialect of Ma‘luli is
given by Mr F. J. Bliss in the Qu. Stafement of the FPal. Expl.
Fund, April, 1890, p. 74 59¢.

P. 25, footnote. The text of the inscription, in Hebrew square cha-
racters, with translation and notes, is given in Prof. Driver’s
Notes on . . . Samuel (Oxf. 1890), p. Ixxxv sgg.

P. 29, footnote. A substantial addition to our stock of dated Himyaritic
inscriptions is promised by E. Glaser from the epigraphic collec-
tions formed during his journeys in S. Arabia.

P. 34. In Zestschr. f. aegypt. Spr. u. Alterthumsk. 1889, p. 81, Erman
has indicated the existence in Egyptian of a tense preciscly cor-
responding to the Semitic Perfect. (Nold.) The forms of the
singular and plural are as follows—

SING. PLUR.
3m. hbs 3. hbsw
3f.  hbsti’

am. hbsti’ 2c. hbstini

I hbskwi’ (cf. Aeth. -ki1) 1. hbswin
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For the history of Semitic, and especially of Hebrew, writing
the student will do well to consult the introduction to Prof.
Driver's Notes on . . . Samuel, Oxf. 1890 (with facsimiles).

P. 40, foolnote. 1t should be stated that the quotation at the close of

P. 44,

P 48,
I’ 48,

P. g1,

this note is from Prof. Miiller's article “ Yemen” in the Encyclo-
paedia Britannica. His paper in the Vienna Denkschriften,
which had not reached England when the note was printed,
deals with the Minacan inscriptions of Futing's collection, of
which the dialect and character are S. Arabian, and with onc
group of inscriptions of N. Arabian type, which, on the ground
of their contents, are called Lihyinite. A large number of in-
scriptions, provisionally classed together as Proto-Arabic, are
reserved for future publication. Thus it is not yet possible to
say anything definitive about the history of the old Arabian alpha-
bets; the materials already published have given rise to lively
controversy.

l. 24. Prof. Noldeke observes that the form derived from .

I3
sham’al* by elision of | would be shamal*, not shamal**. The

latter therefore must be derived from a secondary form skam'al™;
cf. the Hebrew and Aramaic forms.

l. 15. See p. §1, footnote 1.

L 21.  Prof. Noldcke *cannot rccognisc the weakening or loss
of } in any one of the three cases adduced. In JINND the
change of § to 8¢ has been deliberately introduced to change the
sensc” [Geiger, Urschrift und Uechers. p. 349), “ "7: is Babylo-

nian, and that ] stands for '3 is improbable.” There are,

however, other probable examples of the occasional weakening
of }) in Hebrew, notably DINIB side by side with ynb. Such
readings as HPWJ for ngPWJ, Amos viii. 8, Kethibh, ib& for
‘”395' Ps. xxviii. 8 (LXX. voi Aaob avrod), are probably due to
a prc;nunciation in which }) was not sounded ; but to ascribe this

vicious pronunciation to the original writers is not justifiable ;
the readings in question are presumably errors of later scribes.

l.5. “In many parts of Syria & seems to be pronounced like
the French 7”—(Né6ld.). In upper Egypt one sometimes hears
a pronunciation intermediate between English hard and soft g,
but nearly approaching the latter. In Arabia ¢ is hard in Ncjd,
and soft (g in gem) in the Hijaz (Mecca, Tif).



288

ADDITIONAL NOTES AND CORRECTIONS.

"P. §8, L 4. This paragraph and those that follow it should be read in

P. 73,

the light of p. 41, where the author takes it to be probable that
the proto-Semitic had three sibilants besides s and 5.  All three
appear distinct in Hebrew as @, § and D respectively; but in
later times the sounds of § and D were so much alike that the
one was sometimes written for the other. In Syriac (but not in
the oldest Aramaic ; see p. 74 foofnote) P has been absorbed in
D (£0); in Arabic, on the contrary, the primitive sound repre-

sented by Hebrew # remains distinct (as (=), while the other

two old sounds (&, D) are both represented by (w. For an
attempt to work out the history of the Semitic sibilants see
D. H. Miiller, Zur Gesch. d. Sem. Zischlaute, Vienna, 1888 (from
the Abhandlungen of the 7th International Congress of Oricnta-
lists, Sem. Sect., p. 229 sg¢.).

L. 9 sg¢.; and p. 256, 1. 16. Prof. Noldeke observes that the

distinction between ¥J and Q‘J cannot be regarded as the in-
vention of the gramrnarians, inasmuch as it was carefully observed
by the writers of the oldest copies of the Kor'an. These scribes,

he believes, made a distinction in pronunciation between 1. and
«$s< ; we know indeed that many Kor'8n teachers pronounced
< with Jmala. See Geschichte des Qorans, p. 252 sgq.

P. 94, 1. 14. For |JAasanss read JAasanss.
P. 100, L. 17. Prof. Néldeke remarks that to connect JE/ with o4

Sto

appears to be inadmissible, since to do so involves fwo irregu-
larities (Hebrew @ should correspond to Arabic (), and that

loapo is a mere transcription of the Arabic (,h. The

= 14

genuine Syriac form is oead@. ‘ 2

THE END.
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