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Dr, Hoeh Sundsy morning

HISTORY OF THE ALPHABERT

The question of the alphabet deserves some reading on ycur part at same
lator time in works that are in the library. To say, however, that we can draw
canclusions for all questions on this subject would be premature,

4

Books on the Alphabet

There are a number of bocks that I would like to draw to your attentiomn,
Certainly the most importsnt suthor is David Diringer, He has two books that I
have brought here from the library., (There is also a new volume—a new set——fram
him,) The first volume that I have is The Alphabet: A Key to the History of Map-
kind; and the second is The Story of Aleph Beth, both by David Diringer,

Now I want to point cut that his two books are slightly different in their
approach: The first is a contribution published by the Scientific and Technical
Publications; the second is ccpyrighted by the World Jewish Congress, The name
David Diringer should tell you he is Jewish, Now, the difference between the two
books by the same asuthor is not a difference in time; it's a difference in Jew-
ighness! Thus the implication of the one is much more obvious than that of the
other; that is, he would drav conclusions in the beok for the World Jewish Can-
gress that he would not put in his other publication, His original bock came
out in 1948 and reprinted with amendments in 1953, This year his single volume
has come out enlarged into a two-volume work, I turnmed it over to the library
and es of now it is not yet on the shelf,

There are other books on this subject by various authors, I picked up
another one by Moorehouse of the University of Wales, I draw it to your atten-
tion anly due to the fact that it dwells much more on the relationship of the
scripts of Northwestern Burope becsuse it's dane by a scholar from this part of
the world., In other words, this work would be different from one who is inter-
ested in the Middle Bast who would spend mare of his time on Egyptiam, Mesopo-
tamian and Arabic material., This book is entitled The Triumph of the Alphabet:
A Histcry of Writing by A, C. Moorehouse,

Important Questiong

Nane of these books, however, gives any final answer to some significant
questions we would raise, Iet's ask scme questions, now, about this subject.

First, since the Bible is written with an alphabet in Hebrew and Greek,
the question erises: What is the relationship of the Bible to the alphabet?
That is, should the alphabet be conceived of as en invention that was necessary
in order tc have the Bihle as we know it? Could, in other words, the Scripture
have been successfully conveyed without en alphsbet? Could it have been con-
veyed with some other kind of script such as a gyllabary (which is what the
Mesopotamian cuneiform script is)? Could a pictographic form have been used,
such ac the Egyptian hieroglyphs? All of these mighi have been used—but the
alphebet was used for Scripturel Was there a reasm?

&/



2

The Bible snd the Alphabet

Vhy dc we have in meny places in the Bible what is called acrostic literature?
Y Fave certain Psalms which are acrostics, certain portions of Jeremiah, the last
ckapter of Proverhs; and these in whole, or almost in whole, begin verses with
the 22 successive letters cf the Hebrew alphabet, For instance, Psalm 119 is an
acrogstic Psalm: each set of eight verses begins with a single letter of the Hebrew
alphabet—aleph, beth, gimel, daleth, and so an~-so that you proceed for 8 times
22 or & total of 176 werses, This is what is meant by en acrostic psalm, same-
thing we taxe up in third year theology and 0, T, Survey.

It is interesting, then, that in the 3ible we have the preservation of the
alphabet! This shows that there is a definite connectian between the Bible and
the alphabet, The fact that there are 22 books in the 01d Testament and 22 let-
ters in the Hebrew alphabet is significant, There may be subdivisions withinm,
wut there are 22 valid books as the 01d Testament was finally compiled, Such a
relationship clearly indicates that there is a vital connectian between the Bihle
and the zlphabetl,

More Questions

How, was there writing before the Flood? Was there writing after the Flood?
Wno invented the alphabet?

And vhat is the alphabet? Is it merely the form of the letters? Is it an
idea? At whai noint can we say that the Hebrew aleph-beth is an alphabet?

liow thers ara concepts that I would like to present, and there are different
gehoels of thought, I dan't necessarily subscribs to one more than the other
tat I will at ieast present the following foar youe

Syllabary versus Alphabet

A syllabary differs from an alphabet as follows: It will have as many signs
ar characters as there are sounds in the language. For instance, if you have a
language with 20 consanants and 5 vowels, a syllabary would total 100 symbols!
s tihe letter b would have five symbols pronounced bah, bay, bee, by, bo, boo.
So there is no such thing, you see, as a separate b; every aound is represented
by a separate gyllable.

Hebrew Called a Proto-Alphabet

Now it is said by some (normally not Jewish scholars) that the Hebrew is not
a trus alphabet tut a proto-alphabet, Though I do not subscribe to this defini-
tian, it is nevertneless true that not all the sounds in Hebrew are recorded, 1.e,
gymbolized in writing, Hebrew, however, is by no means a syllabary! To be a &yl-
labvary it would have to have the consonants end the vowels joined together, He-
rey bhas no separate vowels, There are certain letters that could be called semi-

vomls such as aleph or 'gyin or vau, but these are unusual,

one wuld have to draw the conclusion that the Groeks made the final eccntri-
tutia to the alphabet——there is little doubt about that—with the addition of
certeln vowels, so that all sounds my be gymbolized! In Hebrew they are not.
The Jows have hed to invent symbols for the vowsls; but the more you lknow the
languege, the leas ywu need the vowel symbols, Thus most literature in Hebrew
. is rrinted withcut these symbals, but it's for those who cem read it; but it is

62 not always immediately discernable otherwise,
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Thus we have in a sense, in the Hebrew alphabet, a proto-alphabet by campari-
son to the final Greek alphabet which lays at the foundation of Latin and all
modern Burcpean langueges. But the elphabet as we now it in Hebrew ie still an
alphabet whether one wants tc term it proto or camplete, It is not a syllabary
by eny means!

The Form of the Ietter

Now that we have that explained, so you have a general picture of the dif-
ference, we mist ask the questim, Is the form of the letter impartant to the idea?
We would have to camclude that it dcesn't really matter. What is the difference
whether you use our English S symbol or the Greek sigma? Or whether you write a
capital A as we do or lying oan its side? Same of these earlier scripts had it
this way. It doesn't really matter wvhen you have the idea behind it, In other
words, the form of the letters has been highly variable over the centuries in all
the different ldnds of alphabets, (Cn the other hend, when we get back to the
Semitic, there was reascnable stability, Most of the Semitic scripts are stand-
ard; that is, fram beginning to end, they are essentially the same,)

we do not find, in other words, that there is any reason to conclude that
the shape of the letters is of Divine origin, There is no reasan to canclude that
the shape of the letter is of Divine origin! Therefore one can divorce the shape
of the letter from the idea of an alphabet; the symbols used may vary widely.

One would have to conclude from looking at the shape of the letter in the
first place, that it was merely devised for the kind of materisl on which those
letters should be written., Thus cuneiform was a form devised for soft clay with
the use of a stylus (though this was not an alphabet), The hieroglyphs were de-
vised for writing on stome, Hieratic was devised by the Egyptiens for writing m
papyrus, Hence the manner ir which you write determines the kind of shape in
which you will develop your syllables cr your alphabetical sounds,

God, Moses, and the Alphabet

The next step: Is there tradition about these matters? We have the evidence
that there ig a tradition., Now there is a Jewish traditiom that writing or the
alphabet (it's not clear whether the traditicmm absolutely defines which)~but that
Mogeg is the inventor of the alphabet, let's say, as we Jmow it, There certainly
is tradition that the Hebrew script goes back to this time.

However, we present the following questian: Does this mean that the ides of
an alphabet began with Moses, or did it begin earlier?

Most probebly what we have in the case of Moses is someme who delivered te
the people, let's say, a form of writing that is capable of being'down on what
mist have been vellum (the animal slin, more likely, rather theam papyrus). You
see, when they were out there in Sinal they were writing in a book or a scroll
(the latter, I think, is the implication of the original Hebrew), This would have
been made of skin; they wouldn't have found it convenient to carry a lot of papy-
ri with them in order to write, Skin would be the most logicel; in fact, all the
scrolls of the 01d Testament were normally writter an skin or vellum,

I would have to draw the conclusion that the form of the letters rose in Mo-
ses! day, but not the original concept of the alphabet!
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Now, in regard to this, we heve a provlem to look into because the first me-
torial that is writteg that is properly termed Scripture is the Ten Commendrentsg.
Yow the Ten Camrmandments were written by the finger of God,

So at this point we have a good question to asks What did those letters look
2ike?!ll

mhe Helrew tradition that does assign samething pertaining to writing snd
script to Moses, I think, should not be set aside lightly. But on the other hand,
it is possitle that God the Eternal (who we now lnow as Jesus Christ) wrote the
forme of the letters in the old Helwey script. (This does not mean the square let-
ters that you are familier with in reading now, Remember, that form was adopted
in the time of Ezra. The square Jetters of the Hehrew, called flame letters, did
not exist before the time of Bzra; they arose fram Mesopotarian or Bebylonian in-
fluences—see Dr, lMartin's dissertation. Wetre talking sboub the script that we
weuld essociate with the Semaritans, wbere they kept the old form, and all the
older marunmentel forms from Palestine.)

So, as I say, here is one of those questions we cannot fully answer, 1 am
nct convineced that the form of the letters that God used in writing the Ten Can-
randments were known only to God and that He had to teach Moses what they reant.
I rather suspect that it was not this way., It may well have been that this old
form of Eehrew lettering—t.oses was taught in all the wisdam of the Egyptians—
as we now mow 1t (that is, the old alphabetic script of the Hebrew in this part
of the world) had elready been in use and Moses may himself have been responsible
sy developing ite If s0, then God would have put lis star of epproval on this
periticular script by so writing the Ten Cormandments.

Now God ccuid have used hieroglyphs, He could have used any other form He
wanted to—because, after all, loses mst have known hieroglyphic writing, he
mist have mown hieratic; and, speaking Hetrew, he rmist have also Jmowm—that is,
either canceiwved of it or invented—detters to signify the various sounds, I
waeld thus dieaw the canclusion that God, in issuing the Ten Caumendments, put
the siamp of epproval on the script rather than that Ee invents samething which
1oses now has to learn and deliver to the people. This would be a canclusian
that I would have to come to in terns of the shape of the letters. Ita not
talking cf the criginal concept of an alphavet, just the shape of the lotters,
I -rill -ake up the beginning origins of the concept of the alphabet a little
later,

The Bgyptians and the Alphabet

Actually the Egyptisms, fram the beginning—the First Dynasty—with their
hieratic had what we would call the beginnings of an alphabet 5o obvicusly that
there are some guestians vhich should be asked.

Te Sgptiams, in fact, had symbols (wo'll call them the hieroglypks) which
stood for a sound and also stood for a name or & thought, Thus i1f we were to
drav 8 house as an illustratiom, in English, the symbol would mean ®house® and
it uould also be the h samnde Or we cauld draw a bat: the symbol ocould mean
"patt but it could also represent the letter b, the sound b, see?

So the Sgyptians had 8 remarkable system that they never improved upan, It
was partly and potentially alphabetic and yet, ™ the other hend, was pictographic
or yllabic, In other words, it was a confused system!

¢/
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We are told, in fact, that the hieroglyphs were specifically invented to hide
the facts that were written on the monurments frum the people!

Now, this could go in two ways: Either we would have to say that the concept
of an alphabet was‘previous to the hieroglyphs and the hieroglyphs were an attempt
to keep within the scope of the priesthood the indication of what was written so
that you couldnt't tell whether it was a sound, a syllable, ar a picture [I-lr. Hoeh
did not complete the thought here by Wringirgin the alternative concept, the evo-
lutionary approsch presented below, which is that the pictographs or hieroglyphs
are necessarily a forerunner of a true alphabetJ And this is one of the reasms
it is sometimes difficult to dtermine what is actually going on when you read the
Rgyptian material; it's not always clear, Hence there are numerous translatioms
that are given from the Egyptian, Mostly it is clear, tut you have to learn that
that there are alternative possibilities when translating, you hawve to get used
to it. So, you see, the Egyptians did not have a fully developed alphabet., Only
when the Gresks came did the hieratic and then the demotic became truly alphabetic,
But that was not BEgyptian; that was in the Greek,

Bvolutionary Pattern Untruse

Now the theory of evolution would demamd you start with the pictograph, then
the ideograph, then the gyllabary, with this progression culminating in the glphe-
bet, This is the theoretical pattern that is narmally presented. Such a pattern,
of course, is based on the theory of evolution which is suspect by its very nature,

I used to take this theory for granted because all other writers did. But
Mrs, Apartian, while a student, wrote a paper for me in my class and made an in-
teresting study of a fact which I will now present: There is no known gage in all
of history of an alphabet ever having been derived historically from a syllabary,
By cantrast, we do have an sbsolute proof of a gyllabary having beem derived fram
alphabet, The Ethiopic syllabary is derived from the South Semitic alphabet.
. Hoeh elabarated further on the Ethiopic here but these remarks are left ot
in order to sharten this lecture material samewhat

1 repeat, there is no known proof in histary of a syllabary becaming en alphe-
bet, The reverse has taken place—~going from an alphabet to a syllabary, All in-
vented alphabets derive fram previoug alphabets! The cuneiform never advanced to
en alphabet, The hieroglyphs, internally, never advanced; they always remained
what they were, It always took an cutside power, already having an alphabet, to
change the structure,

Bgyptian Language Semitic

So I would suspect that the ancient Egyptian hieroglyphic language was the
reverse of the traditional evoluticnary explanatian; that the cancept of en alphe-
bet mgy well have Leen previous to the Egyptian; and then the ancient Egyptiem
vas an attempt, o the one hand, to hide the meaning, and perhaps, on the other
hand, to adopt an alphabet to a languuge which was heavily syllabi¢ in its struec-
ture,

Remember, the Egyptian was mce thought to be a Hamitiec language, But it is
now known that the Egyptian, in fact, is essentially a Semitic language. £&nd that
all the languages of North and Bast Africa are, in reality, Semitic languages that
have taken on a slightly different form, but their root is essentially Semitic——
as distinct frae the Negro languages of Africa which are not,
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Tn other words, we are dealing with ancient Cushitic and Ethiopig ar Ethiopic
and Egyptian, as heavily Semitdc in original structure and pattern, Our leanguags,
oo the other hend, is Indo-Burcpean—the pattern and structure is different, Ower
half ihe world speaks an Indo-Buropean language today: the whole of the Sovist
Union, all of India, almost all of Zurope and, of course, North and South Amarica
bacause of ths Buropsan languages that have been brought here, The mly major
areas that are nm-~Semitic speaking are the far Crient and Africe,

Egrliest Writing in Egyot

Now, where do we go fran here? (ne could sgy that Moses ssw in the hiero-
glyphs and in the hieratic of Egypt an ides, and therefore created the concept
of &n siphebet; and that to Moses should be attributed not anly the coancept of
an aiphebet out also the seript. I question the validity of this theory.

Let nme explain that the earliest lmown writing in Egypt goes right back
to the beginning—the First Dynasty. Therefore, by definiticam, the script of
the ancient Egptians must go back to somevhere around 3000 B,C, as they date
it frodgg—-that is, 2500 to 3100, This is the appraximate time that differemt
guthors assign the First Dynasty, see? Same may start it in 2900 to 2700, scme
frozm 3100 to 2900, cthers fram 3000 to 2800—these are all variable, incidental,
doesn't matser. This is based aa a fallacious interpretation of history.

Earliest Writing in Mesopotamia

In Moscooctania, the earliest writing is dated something like 3200 or 3100
B.C. This iz on the basis that the clay tablets which were fourd in Mesopotamia
sppear in the Jerdet Nasr archaeological horizan., These clay tablets are tlhere-
fore associated with the Jemdet Nasr culture,

However, il we compare archaeology with the history of Mesopotamia (which is
dne in volume cne of the Campendium) we would have to conclude that writing mist
heve begun significantly earlier in the archaeclogical sequemce, Then if yuu
recd Wooley's accaunt of the finding of the tablets, wvhich he himself has pre-
served in his work on the excavation of Ur, you would discover that the tablets
were once & part of a temple find and were thrown aut at a certein period, Thus
there is no way to associate the writing of the tablets with the archaeological
horizan, In other words, the writing of the tablets preceded the archaeclogical
horizan in wilch they were found, At a certain time tne tablets were throun cut
in a reuse heap, and they were found in a refuse heap of this later period, In
cther wcrds, the time of the throwing aut of the tablets is to be associated with
this Jemcet Nasr period, It has nothing to do with the time they were writtenl

In resdiag the tablets, we can discover to which earlier period they belmge
They were wriiten in the time of the First Dynasty of Ur, This would meen that
the writing actually, a the basis of Mesopotarien informatian, should be dated
nearer 3700-3600 E.C, if they wore to properly associate it with the king, And
the writing was already dewvelcped; therefore it rust have ceded even the king!
T mean it's a developed writing which tock time to perfect; and this king was not
the inventar of this script,

Does this mean, then, that writing in Mescpotania is necessarily earlier
than in Zgypt? The answor is nol

e
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First of all, Mesopotamian history and Egyptian history start essentially at
the same time after the Flood (as the Campendium shows), But archaeologists
begin the First Dynasty in Egypt around 3000 B.C,—-and we would have to start (as
they measure time) the earliest dynasty in Mesopotamia in an archaeological hori-
son thatt!s at least 4000 B.C.! In other wards, they have shortened the archaeo-
logical history of Egypt a thousand years more than they have shortened the arch-
aeclogical histary of Mesopotamia, So they have actually shartened the history
of Egypt more than that of Shinar, [501;11 however, are still too long since the
date of the Flood is 2368 and Babel 22 This would make it look as if the ori-
gin of Egyptian writing was much later when it was not, Egyptiasn writing, in
other woerds, commenced at essentially the same time as the writing of Mesopotamia
would have if the tablets had been properly associated with the archaeclogical
horizan when they were written instead of when they were thrown ocut of the templs!

Earliest Writing in Europe

Now let?s move on to a discussion of Europe, Rurope, yoau lknow, was supposedly
the land of the ®backward people" in ancient times, The modern concept is that
the Puropeans were backward until a very late period in history, The newest, up-
to-date idea is that Africa is supposed to have had great civilizations in amti-
quity (they have to limit themselves to Egypt, however, in this cannectian) while
Burcpe was inhabited by backward, naked savage types until the time of the Ramamn
Empire, This is the general, modern thought——that until Rome developed, Europe
was backward whereas Africa had its great Egyptisn civilizations, the lMiddle Rast-
ern or Asian people were highly developed, and so am, The whole idea is, you see,

t it's merely time and circumstance that different people live at the cultural
levels that they do, And the idea is that Buropeans essentially, except for same
development of industry, and the the impact of Raman civilization, wers of no con-
sequence until recent history.

It can be said todsy, however, that on the basis of archaeological interpre-
tation the earliest form of writing has been found in scutheastern Burope in the
Balkang! It is pot in Mesopotamia; it is not in Egyptl

Now note carefully that this is on the basis of archaeological interpretatian.
If we were arganize the material properly, we would have to say that the Egyptian,
the Mesopotamiam, and the Buropean all started at the same time, In other words,
it's the earliest post-Flood period, but in Burope it tends to be assigned at least
a thousand years earlier than Egypt. In Mosopotamia, you see (as I just said),
they have associated it with the throwing cut of the tablets instead of the time
when those tablets were written so that the Mesopotamian and Buropean would tend
to be closer together, But even as such, the Burcpean, dated wholly an radiocar-
bap, will appear earlier,

"The Neolithi £ of the eni .

Fridgy at UCLA a lecture was given by Maria Gimbutas, who is the head of the
archacology department., This is the latest information, She had spent the last
whole year in Europe digping, Her topic was "The Neolithic Cultures of the Bal-
ken Peninsula," I will now quote from her paper,

"In 1961 an archaeclogist discovered three inscribed tablets at Tartaria in
Romania., This unusual find appeared to be a pictographic seript"-—thatt!s like the
hieroglyphics which we associate with Egypt—"™used by the Vin¥a people, The
thrce tablets were found in a ritual pit in the lowest lgyer of a tell"—-and
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bear in mind that the Balkans have tells ar maunds-="which contained three strata,
Associated with them were 26 ceramic human idols of schematic type o o o »

®Tn edditiom to the Tartaria tablets, cover 300 signs of the same pictographic
script have now been found on pottery sherds and anthropamorphic or zoGmorphic
figurines. 2Analogies"--tmt not perfect similiarities—"with the Vin¥a pictographic
script are found in the sarliest Sumerian writing of the Late Pre-DynasticP~-that's
ths Uruk-Jemdct Nasr Pericd that I mentioned—M"and scme of the signs are paralleled
in the Minoan script of Crete, The ritual pit in the tell of Tartaria belongs not
to the sarliest Vin¥a but to the beginning of a secand stage labelled 'Vinca B If,
Tts dats must be close to 4000 B.C, which is almost a millennium earlier than the
date of the earliest Sumerisn scriptf=—eas distinct Iram the pictographic Sumerian,
wvhich night be a few centuries earlier, but essentially this is right, "A remark-
sble similarity in shape exists between the tablets fram Tartaria end some of the
sarliest clay tablets recovered in Crete, notably those of the so-called hiero-
zlyphic deposit in the palace of Knossus, Two of the Tartarla tahlets have strung
holes which are a regular feature of the tablets fram the hieroglyphic deposit
and occur un o'her early tablets from Crete, The Cretan tablets, however, were
nanufactw ed 1.ich later than those of Tartaria and of Uruk, but they may be ex-
amples of a plistic that could have started millennia earlier,”

Pre-Flood Writing!

Dropping down: “Some symbols on steles fram the Starfeve culture of the &%
millennium in southern Fungsry, and on the pottery and figurines of the Sth mil-
lennium throughout the Denube Basin between Bohemia and lacedonia, must have
served as a primitive script.® Now pay attention carefully to what this memsl
I repeat: "Scne symbols on steles from the Star¥evo culture of the 6th millernium
in swutheastern Bungary®--this is 5000 B,C,

This therefora is the pre-Flood worid! So far, in the discussion above con-
cerning Vin¥a and Tartaria, we have been in the early post-Flood world, But aow
we find ocurselves back before the Flood!

t—and on the pottery and figurines of the 5Sth millennium throughout the

Darube Basin between Bohemia and Macedania"—this means the 4000's, which would
be in a sense a continuaticn down to the time of the Flood—"must have served as
a primitive script, It seems that the Vin¥a script had its roots in the 6th mil-
lennium B,C,, but in the earliest phases of its uge the script cculd hardly have
had the meaning of writing as we understand it now," That is, were people able
to form sentences by the script? What was the nature of it, ycu see? And re-
necber, since you are dealing with pottery the archaeologists are possibly deal-
iy with 2 5mbol or name on it, nothing more. So there is no indication fram
tuese limited finds that sentence writing was necessarily involved,

tn the other hand, the fact that you have symbols and a kind of script that
zoes back in%o the pre-Flood world, and that in fact you have script beginning in
Dirope in the advanced Neolithie or Chalcolithic (which is certainly the immediate
post=Flood world), one would have to camclude that you definitely have the know-
iedge of writing in Burope as early as you do in the other places,

"The quantity of sims must have increased through time and they might have
served to expross formulae or function withhundreds of Vin¥a figurines! Then it

<escribes them, "They have incised signs which might have belonged to rather e-
labarate and compliceted relizious vocahulary,™

cf
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1 saw sone of these signs or letters on slides that Maria Gimbutas showed and
mgybe I should ask for a picture of them, DBut one symbol looked very rmuch like the
Greek sigma, anctiier like our capital M, and another like a T in the farm of a cross
or tau; ani there were one, two and thres marks probably for the numerals 1, 2 and 3.
(Is this cross or tau the sign of Cain?!l) And there were a nmumber of others, same.
of which I would recognize and others of whicn I would not, The problem is that this
is all found in an area behind the Iron Curtain and the bulk of this material is not
beins nublished except thet there are individuals lile Maria Gimbutas who zo back
there to do ressarch in archasology,

The Pen of Enog

The fact that you have scmething like this so extremely early indicates scme
rare possibilities. The Bible tells us in Isa, 321 about "a man's pen," In the or-
izinal Hebrew the word pep means ghylug—it doesn't matter, it's just a means of
writing, see? You could apply the meaning pen or pencil or stylus, whatever you
vant—not a typswriter though! And the word there is Zpogh or Enoge In other
words, it is the stylus ar the "pen of Enos"! (See numbers 582 and 583 in Strong's

Concordance. )

A similer example is what we call Indig ink, see?——ink from India, But now it
doesn't have to be ink from India, It could be an ink nanufactured anyvhere but as-
sociated with India because it origingted there.

lNow in the same way, the implication of all Jewish commentaries on this verse is
that it was Dros who jpvented the instrument far yriting--vwho invented an instrument
for writing! The idea is that yriting must have begun as early as the tipe of Enes.
And this would have to be appradmately 250 to 300 years after the creatiom of nman,
Adar was 130 when he begat Seth, Seth was 105 when he begat Seth: so 130 + 105 is
235 after Adan's creation when Inos was born, So it must of necessity have been same
years after 235 when Enos invented his writing instrument, possibly as a young man
just to 5ive you an idea,

The idea, them, is that the method of putting down some form of script ar in-
scription or writing goes back to Enos in the days of Adam and Seth--goes back ap=
praxinately, if you please, to the time of the Ilebrey cglepdsr [vhich 1is said to
have begun in 3’76_]7. Tho Hebrew calendar goes back to this same time! This implies,
in fact, what we could immediately discern: That you could not have conceived of a
calendar, and made the calculations for it, if you could not have in sore wgy writ-
ten down infarmatim! Ian't that logical?

Key Verses

The Biblical record indicates writing before the Flood, We have Genesis 5:1
stating, "This is the hook of the generaticms of Adam.,® This means the genealogy of
nan beginning with Adam vas kept in a book—or a scroll, that's what it means.

The previous verse—Genesis 4:26—says "then (in the days of Enos) began mem to
call upon the neme of the Lard," The word "call upon® means to publish; it means to
write--the same word is used elsevhere in the 0ld Testament meaning to write, to pub-
1ish, (See muwzber 7121 in the Hebrew dictionary of Strong's Concordasnce,) Therefore
men began to write Min the name, or about the fame of, the Lord,® They began to call
themselves “by the name of the Lord" falsely; or "call upon the name of the Lord"
properly. This is a unique verse; it has pumeroug meaningg!
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A similar passage is Genesis 10:11: "Out of that land went forth Asshur,
and tuilded Nineveh,® Did he gc forth into Assyrie--did Asghur go forth? Or
did he-=llimrod-~go forth, being strong? Msshur® means gtrong, see? (lcte page
2.6 in volume one of the Ccmpendim.) So nany Hebrew phrases can have more
than one meaning, This is the nature of the language because it is so, what I
would call, descriptive——unlike Greek which is philosophic,

Writing, then, must have begun not lalter than the dgys of Enos—-the garly
days of Enos—-znd he is pictured as the one who invented the instrument far
conveying the writing either on skin or in clay or whatever it might have beemn,
Probably skin rather than clay; and, of course, on papyrus which was always
pcsainle,

Q) in & 12

Writing goes back to the pre-Flood world, but so far we have evidence of
it only in Burcpe! Writing goes back in Europe clearly well inbo the pre-Flood
world, This wos the land, if you please, where the Caucasisns then wers be-
cause the skelestal pattern is that of rodern man of the Europsan type-~—not Or-
iental, not Af-ican (llegro). So we know that writing goes back into very ear-
1y Buropean culture and history, We have the tradition that samething in the
form, a%t least, of letters goss back to MNoses,

Now if Hebrew is the original language, and there sesms to be no reason
tc doubt this as a probability--that!s what Adam's name is, it's Hsbrew, So
what slse would you conclude? And by the way, you might be interested in know-
ing that a mumber of the caves in Dobrudja, an area of Bulgaria and Rumanis,
wire named ?Adam®, Maria Gimbutas points this out, that some of the earliest
archaeological finds in Europe were uncovered in caves bearing the neme "Adan®
—-not modern spplication but just a traditional nmme, And also bear in mind
that the oldest find in a&ll Palestine is a site called ®Adam", This place is
mentionsd in Joshua 3:16 in relation to where the Children of Israel crossed
“he Jordan Kiver,

Shemtls Wife Fram Europe?

Now I wouw 1 alwost have to draw the following potential conclusion: Ths
poat=Floed wor_d ip the Balksng was settled by tihe children of Shem, and of
lleber and Aren in particular, And this is the area where writing is known
ecually as early as in Africa and in the lMiddle East—not so much earlier as
scholars supposd, DBut writing also only-~listen, writing also sply—in Eurcpe
is found before the Flood, In fact, it is found long before the Floode-in th
niddle of the prs=-ocd world, because this goes back to the 5th millermivm Be
C,. »hich would take us back perhsps near to the time of the death of Cain (on
45 basis of hat we have archaeologically in Asia Minor and Palestine),

&2 3ince some of these letters look frightfully like the modarn alpha
Bat, cma would almost wonder if the following would not be the case—now it
w8 not a true alphabet as you know because thers were other symbols, not wmes
just like the modern Greek; and some of the modern Greek came from the Semitie
thero’s no doubt, But it is very possible that different formg of geript mey
have been used in the pre-=Flood world, We dec not know whether there was one
standari form, we just do not know, But what has happened is clear: Some-
how tha nodern Indo=BEuropsan form of the lotler that is essentially a charaoc-
tecistic of the Semitlc family—I don't mesn the Middle East, but I mean the
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family of Shem that settled in Burope after the Flood, see?—-that speaks Indow
Buropean has adopted a form of letter that was extant also in the pre-Flood
world, a form of the letter extant in the pre-Flood world in a mumber of oc-
casions, '

Now the possibility that the wife of Shem came from this area before the
Flood and that, in fact, some of the signs found on pottery—pottery-making is
a woman's art—that the kind of script that was used in Europe before the Flood
was carrisd over by the family of Shem through his wife, and came to be ussd
later for languages other than Hebrew, seems here to be clearly demonstrated,
The kind of script goes back to a pre-Flood soclety; it may have been Hebrew in
the first place as a language, but the kind of script was Indo-Eurcpean in its
form as we now know it., Remenmber that the form of the lstter has nothing to do
with the sound derived fram it, (That's why, from an alphabet that looks the
same, we proncunceé it in Spanish, Italian, German, French, English and it does-
n't sound the same at all--but the form of the letters is visually the same,)

On the other hand, when the dispersal from Babel took place (Genesis 11)
and the languazes were all divided, it is quite clear that each people had to
invent g kind of script on the basis of the material that they were writing on
that was alsc suitable for their new language! Thus the Chinese developed a
Knd of script unique to their language, This is also their limitation. People
who spoke a syllebic kind of language that we associate with Turkic or Africamn
diglects, tended to invent gyll barieg, you see; but in the Semitic world we
have the ides of an glphabet.

habet

Was t Origin?

I would suspect that the idea or concept of an alphabet is also original,
It may even have been divine in corigin, but I camnot prove that, But I would
sugpect thie ic the case,

Now in the 01d Testament we have the form of the Hebrew language in an
alphabet, but what the form of the letters was,used in the pre-Flood world
for Hebrew, I dc not know, Neither do we know the form of the letters used
in writing lebrew gfter the Flood—nothing has come down, Finally in the time
of Moses we find the letiers that develcped, and the form of these letters re—
minds one more of the hieratic, The form of the old Eebrew that Moses used is
more ciosely related to the hieratic then any other form, That is, it tends
to be patterned somewhet after the Egyptian, or vice-versa——g: Vice-verss!

There is & similarity.

We are sgying here that it is difficult to lnow vhat tho early Hebrew
script looked like, but there is little doubt that the goncept of an alphabet
mist go back to antiquity; that is, to the yery begimning, #And that the ine
vention of a geang of writing goes-back to Enos. T would almost say that nmay-
ze the goncept of an alphabet, as Mr, Ted Armstrong has mentioned, would have
to have been divine in origin while it was left to man to devise the form of
the letters, The idez was of God becsuse CGod wanted the record of man to be
written, The form was of man in the pre-Flcod world, the method of writing
devised by Enose

And from this beginning, there may have developed more than one script
in the pre-Flood world, This might just have happened! But that remains to
be seen,
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On thu oty ar hand, the early script of Europe in the Greek world was much
nore simi):r tc the Hebrew, and it may mean that there were variations even
from this script, But some of these letters that we were shown on the slides
by Maris Gimbutss were so remarksbly like the later form that one would have
s0 say that some forms here were not traditional in the Hebrew script btut
were zbgolutely characteristic of Europe in all known history,

Those finds bring up some new questions that we have not thought of be-
fore prior to this, You see, when we first went into the story of the alpha-
bet, none of this was lmown in Europs, All of this archasclogical work began
in 1961, and all of our original studies were previous to this,

Ittg time for the next class so we must end with that,
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