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PART 11

once greatly puzzled and per-

turbed over the complete absence
of Baal names in the Book of Mor-
mon. By what unfortunate oversight
had the authors of that work failed
to include a single name containing
the element Baal, which thrives
among the personal names of the
Old Testament? Having discovered,
as we thought, that the book was in
error, we spared no criticism at the
time, and indeed had its neglect
of Baal names not been strikingly
vindicated in recent years it would
be a black mark against it. Now
we leatn that the Book of Mormon
stubborn prejudice against Baal
names is really the only correct atti-
tude it could have taken, and this
discovery, flying in the face of all
our calculations and preconceptions,
should in all fairness weigh at least
as heavily in the book’s favor as the
supposed error did against it.

It just so happens that for some
reason or other the Jews, at the
beginning of the sixth century B.C.,
would have nothing to do with
Baal names. An examination of
Elephantine name lists shows that
“. .. the change of Baal names, by
substitution, is in agreement with
Hozea's foretelling that they should
no more be used by the Israelites,
and consequently it is most inter-
esting to find how the latest ar-
chaeological discoveries confirm the
Prophet, for out of some four hun-
dred personal names among the
Elephantine Papyri not one is com-
pounded of Baal ... ™"

Since Elephantine was settled
largely by Jews who Hed from Jeru-
salem after its destruction, their
personal names should show the
same tendencies as those in the
Book of Mormon. Though the
translator of the Book of Mormon
might by the exercise of super-
human cunning have been warned
by Hosea 2:17 to eschew Baal
names, yet the meaning of that
passage is so far front-obvious that
Albright as late as 1942 finds it
“ ... very significant that seals and
inscriptions from Judah, which . . .
are very numerous in the sewventh
and early sixth centuries, seem

" never to contain any Baal names,”™

*Namhers refer to bihliography at end of artiele
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It is very significant indeed, but
hardly more so than the uncanny
acumen which the Book of Mormon
displays on this point.

Let us close our short disgression
on names with a quotation from
Margoliouth. Speaking of the oc-
currence of a few Arabic names in
the Old Testament, that authority
observes, "Considering . . . that the
recorded names are those of an in-
finitesimal fraction of the popula-
tion, the coincidence is extraordi-

ESERT

erary device that is highly charac-
teristic of Egyptian compositions.”
Typical is the famous Bremer-Rhind
Papyrus, which opens with a
colophon containing (1) the date,
{2) the titles of Nasim, the authaor,
(3) the names of his parents and
a word in praise of their wvirtues,
with special mention of his Father's
prophetic calling, (4) a curse
against anyone who might “take
away the book, probably "due to
fear lest a sacred book should get

TueRe is ample evidence in the Book of Mormon
that Lehi was an expert on caravans, as one would

expect.

nary,™ This consideration applies
with multiple force to the very fre-
quent coincidence of Book of Mor-
mon names with non-Biblical Old
World names.

There is much in Nephi's writing
to show that, as he claims, he is
writing in Eqyptian—not merely in
Egyptian characters, as some have
maintained.” When Nephi tells us
that his record and that of his
father are in the language of the
Egyptians (not that the lanquage of
his father was the language of the
Egyptianzs), we can be sure he
means just that. And what could
be more natural than that he should
choose to record his message. ad-
dressed not only to the Jews but also
“to all the house of Israel” (I Nephi
19:19) and all the Gentiles {[bid..
13:39-40) in a world language
rather than in his own tribal He-
brew!™ Did not later Jews adopt
Greek, an international world lan-
guage, in preference to Hebrew,
even as a vehicle of holy writ, for
the purpose of commanding the
widest possible hearing not only
among the Gentiles but also among
the Jews themselves?

The first three verses of 1 Nephi,
sharply set off from the rest of the
text, are a typical colophon, a lit-

into impure hands.”™ Compare this
with MNephi's colophon: (1) his
name, {2) the merits of his parents,
with special attention to the learn-
ing of his father, (3) a solemn
avowal (corresponding to Nasim's
curse ) that the record is true, and
the assertion, "'l make it with mine
own hand"— an indispensable con-
dition of every true colophon, since
the purpose of a colophon is to
establish the identity of the actual
writer-down (not merely the ulti-
mate author) of a text.” Egyptian
literary writings regqularly close with
the formula "and so it is."™ Nephi
ends sections of his book with
the phrase, “And thus it is, Amen.”
The great precccupation and con-
cern displayed in the Book of Mor-
mon for matters of writing, Lehi's
passion for writing everything down
(Ibid.. 1:16), and the obvious pride
of writers in their skill, are peculiar-
ly Egyptian. Nephi's I make it
with mine own hand,” is simply the
Egyptian “written with my own
fingers,” and we can almost hear
Nephi speaking in the words of an
Egyptian sage: "Copy thy fathers
who have gone before thee. . . .
Behold, their words are recorded
in writing. Open and read and
copy. . .. Certainly Nephi him-
THE IMPROVEMENT ERA
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self was diligent in keeping this
seboyet™ It was the Egyptian, not
the Hebrew gentleman who adver-
tised his proficiency in the arts of
the scribe§7 Thoroughly Egyptian
also is Lehi’s didactic spirit and his
habit of giving long formal ad-
dresses on moral and religious sub-
jects “in the manner of the fathers”
to his sons. Like a good Egyptian
he wrote all this down, of course.
The form of these discourses, with
their set introductions and formal
imageryt* might have come right out
of an Egyptian schoolroom, though
their content smacks more of the
“learning of the Jews,” as Nephi
himself observes. (1bid., 1:2.) Both
in form and content, however, the
writings of the prophets and the
wisdom of Israel are found to re-
semble the prophetic and “wisdom”
literature of Egypt very closely,$
so that we need not be surprised
if Lehi’s prophecies do the same. At
the end of the last century scholars

were mystified to find that a demotic
prophecy datable to the time of
Bocchoris (718-712 B.C.), in which
coming destructions were predicted
with the promise of a Messiah to
follow, was put into the mouth of
“the Lamb” (pa hib) ™ Greek
sources inform us that this prophecy
enjoyed very great circulation in
ancient times. The strange word-
ing of Lehi’s great prophecy, ut-
tered by “the Lamb” (7hid., 13:34,
41) is thus seen to be no anachro-

nism, taken from Hellenistic or
Christian times, as was once
maintained.

Typical of the Egyptian prophets
is one Neferrohu, whose prophecies,
though of uncer-

whence thou art sprung . . . the land
is utterly perished, and nought re-
mains . . . the earth is fallen into
misery for the sake of yon food of
the Bedouins who pervade the
land. - - _.” Yet he looks forward
to a savior-king who is to come.”
The situation is not unique but is
a characteristic one both in Egypt
and Judah, and no one could deny
that if Lehi was not a fact, he was
at least a very authentic type. Nephi
says his father was but one among
many prophets in his own day.
Lehi and the Ara bs

Lehi was very rich, and he was a
trader, for his
wealth was in the

tain date, were | yig family accuse Lehi of /@

Zﬁ?lfictl with g]fg?st folly in leaving Jeru- form Otfﬂ all man-
manqdes}(]:.ribes him- salem a7 d do. not spare .his ?}?il;lgs?’ srl)ii:e}‘lslogz
self as a com- Personalfeelingsinmaking 1,47, pe brought

moner, but withal
a valiant man and
“a wealthy man of
great possessions,”
and he is proud of
his skill as a scribe. Like Lehi in
other things, he recalls also that he
brooded much “over what should
come to pass in the land,” and hav-
ing done so was moved to prophesy:
"Up my heart, and bewail this land

them.

MARKET SCENE IN JERUSALEM AS ONE MAY SEE IT TODAY

—Photograph by Three Lions

Twenty-six hundred years ago the Jews felt themselves much closer to the people of the desert

than they ever have since.
FEBRUARY 1950

They themselves were desert people originally, and they had not forgotten it.

fun of his dreams and vi-
sions, yet they never ques-
tion his ability to lead

from many places.
Very significant is
the casual notice
that he once had a
vision in a desert
place “as he went forth” (7bid,
1:5): as he went he prayed, we are
told, and as he prayed a vision came
to him. The effect of the vision
was to make him hasten back “to
his own house at Jerusalem,” where
he had yet greater visions, showing
that it was not necessary for him
to “go forth” either to pray or to
have visions; he did not go forth
expecting a vision, but one came to
him in the course of a regular jour-
ney as he went about his business
and forced him to change his plans.
Lehi’s precious things and gold
came to him in exchange for his
wine, oil, figs, and honey (of which
he seems to know a good deal), not
only by sea (hence the great im-
portance of Sidon) but necessarily
by caravan as well. There is ample
evidence in the Book of Mormon
that Lehi was an expert on cara-
vans, as one would expect. Con-
sider a few general points before
we introduce particulars.

Upon receiving a warning dream,
Lehi is ready, apparently at a
moment’s notice, to take his whole
“family, and provisions, and tents”
out into the wilderness. While he
took absolutely nothing but the
most necessary provisions with him
(Ibid., 2:4), he knew exactly what
those provisions should be, and

(Continued on following page)
103



(Continued from preceding page)
when he has to send back to the
city to supply unanticipated wants,
it was for records that he sent and
not for any necessaries for the
journey. This argues a high de-
gree of preparation and knowledge
in the man, as does the masterly
way in which he established a base
camp in order to gather his forces
for the great trek, in the best ac-
cepted manner of modern explorers
in Arabia.™ Up until Lehi leaves
that base camp, that is, until the day
when he receives the Liahona, he
seems to know just where he is
going and exactly what he is do-
ing: there is here no talk of being
"led by the Spirit, not knowing be-
forehand . . . ™ as in the case of
Nephi in the dark streets of Jeru-
salem. ([Ibid., 4:7.)

His family accuse Lehi of folly
in leaving Jerusalem and do not
spare his personal feelings in mak-
ing fun of his dreams and visions,
yet they never question his ability
to lead them. They complain, like
all Arabs, against the terrible and
dangerous deserts through which
they pass, but they do not include
ignorance of the desert among theit
hazards, though that would be their
first and last objection to his wild
project were the old man nothing
but a city Jew unacquainted with
the wild and dangerous world of the
waste places,

Lehi himself never mentions
inexperience among hiz obstacles.
Members of the family laugh
contemptuously when MNephi pro-
poses to build a ship ([bid.,
17:17-20) and might well have
quoted the ancient proverb, ""Show
an Arab the sea and a man of
Sidon the desert.”"™ But while they
tell him he is "lacking in judgment”
to build a ship, they never mock
their brother as a hunter or a dude
in the desert. The Ffact that he
brought a fine steel bow with him
from home and that he knew well
how to use that difficult weapon
shows that Nephi had hunted much
in his short life.

Lehi has strong ties with the
desert in his family background.
Twenty-six hundred years ago the
Jews felt themselves much closer to
the people of the desert than they
ever have since.™ They themselves
were desert people originally, and
104
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they never forgot it; for them the
desert was always just next door,
and there was a constant going and
coming between the two realms™
especially in the days of great com-
mercial activity.” The Jews always
felt a spiritual affinity with the
nomad which they never felt to-
wards the settled cultivators of
Palestine.”

We have often been told that
the patriarchs were wandering
Bedouins:™ their language was that
of the desert people; many of whose
words are to this day closer to
Hebrew than to modern Arabic®

This ostrocon, found ab Elath (Tell el-Kheleiteh,
the site of King Solomen’s copper refineries on the
Gulf of “Agoba) in 1940, dates from the fifth or
fourth century B.C. The sccond ling roods lhy
‘Bdl . . . “Lhy the servant of , . . The letters
of the nome are the same as those in the ploce-noms
Lehi im Judges 15:9, 14, 19, and this chject definite-
ly proves the occurrence of Lehi (Prof, Gluseck
vocalizes it Lahol] o8 o personal name among the
desert people in ancient times, (After o focsimils
copy illustrating on article by Melsan Glusck i+ tie
Bulletia of the American Schoaols of Orignfor Re-
saarch, Mo, 80 (Dee. 19400, p. 5, fig. 2).

Of recent years the tendency has
been more and more to equate He-
brew and Arab, and Guillaume con-
cludes the latest study on the sub-
ject with the dictum that the two
words are really forms of the same
name, both referring originally to
“the sons of Eber.™ The name
Arab is not meant to designate any
particular race, tribe, or nation but
a way of life: Arab means simply
aman of the desert and was applied
by the Jews to their own cousins
who remained behind in the wilder-
ness after they themselves had
settled down in the city and coun-
try.™

Now of all the tribes of Israel
Manasseh was the one which lived

farthest out in the desert, came into

~most frequent contact with the

Arabs, intermarried with them most
frequently, and at the same time had
the closest of traditional bonds with
Egypt.® And Lehi belonged to the
tribe of Manasseh. {Alma 10:3.)
The prominence of the name of
Ammon in the Book of Mormon
may have something to do with the
fact that Ammon was Manasseh's
closest neighbor and often Fought
her in the deserts east of Jordan;
at the same time a prehistoric con-
nection with the Ammon of Egypt
is not at all out of the question.™
The semi-nomadic nature of Manas-
seh might explain why Lehi seems
out of touch with things in Jeru-
salem. For the first time he "did
discover” from records kept in
Laban's house that he was a direct
descendant of Joseph. Why hadn't
he known that all along? WNephi
always speaks of "the Jews at Jeru-
salem” with a curious detachment,
and no one in [ Nephi ever refers
to them as “the people” or “our
people” but always quite imperson-
ally as “the Jews.” It is interesting
in this connection that the Elephan-
tine letters speak only of Jews and
Aramaeans, never of Israelites®
while Lachish Letter No. 6 de-
nounces the prophet for spreading
defeatism both in the country and
in the city, showing that Lehi could
have been active in either sphere.
Even the remark that Lehi “dwelt
at Jerusalem in all his days" would
never Lave been made by or for
people who had never lived any-
where else. and a dwelling "at
Jerusalem™ would be an aid rather
than a hindrance to much travel
There is one clear indication that
Lehi's forefathers were not natives
of Jerusalem. We learn in Mosiah
1:4 that certain plates were written
“in the language of the Egyptians.”
MNephi informs us (I Nephi 3:19)
that these same plates were in “'the
language of our fathers,” and that
the possession of them was neces-
sary if a knowledge of that lan-
guage was to be preserved among
his people. Lehi's children could
have produced from their own re-
sources any number of books in
their own language, so that when
Mephi expresses his belief that with-
out that one volume of plates a
language will be lost—the ancient
(Continwed on page 135)
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(Continued from page 104)
language of his fathers—he cannot
possibly be speaking of Hebrew.

The necessary precautions to pre- |

serve Hebrew would naturally in-
clude possession of the scriptures,
but these could be had anywhere in
Judah and would not require the
dangerous mission to Laban. The
language of Lehi's forefathers was
a foreign language; and when the
Book of Mormon tells us it was the
language of the Egyptians, it means
what it says.

Mot only do both Nephi and Lehi .

show marked coolness on the sub-
ject of tribal loyalty, but both also
protest that tribe counts for nothing,
that the same blessings are avail-
able to all men at all times and in
all parts of the world (Ibid., 10:17-
22), that “the Lord esteemeth all
flesh in one™ {[Ibid.. 17:35), there
being no such thing as an arbitrarily
“chosen™ people. ([bid., 17:37-40.)
This iz in marked contrast to the
fierce chauvinism of the Jews at
Jerusalem and is of a piece with
Lehi's pronounced cosmopolitanism
in other things. Lehi, like Moses
and his own ancestor, Joseph, was
a man of three cultures, being edu-
cated not only in “the learning of
the Jews and the language of the
Egyptians,” but in the ways of the
desert as well. This three-cornered
culture is an established pattern in
that part of the world where the
caravans of Egypt and Israel pass
each other, guided through the
sands by those men of the desert
who were the immemorial go-be-
tween of the two civilizations."
Without the sympathetic coopera-
tion of the Arabs any passage
through their deserts was a terrible
risk when not out of the question,
and the good businessman was the
one who knew how to deal with

the Arabs—which meant to be one |

of them.”

The proverbial ancestor of the
Arabs is Ishmael. His is one of the
few Old Testament names which is
also at home in ancient Arabia.™
His traditional homeland was the
Tih, the desert between Palestine

and Egypt, and his people were |

haunters of the “borders” between
the desert and the sown;™ he was
regarded as the legitimate offspring
of Abraham by

(Confinued on following page)
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(Continwed from preceding page)
mother.” His was not a name of
good omen, for the angel had
promised his mother, * . . . he will
be a wild man, his hand will be
against everyone, and every man's
hand against him . . . '™ so the
chances are that one who bore his
name had good family reasons for
doing it, and in Lehi's friend Ish-
mael we surely have a man of the
desert. Lehi, faced with the pros-
pect of a long journey in the wilder-
ness, sent back for Ishmael, who
promptly followed into the desert
with a large party; this means that
he must have been hardly less adept
at moving about than Lehi himself.
The interesting thing is that Nephi
takes Ishmael (unlike Zoram) com-
pletely for granted, never explain-
ing who he is or how he fits into
the picture--the act of sending for
him seems to be the most natural
thing in the world, as does the mar-
riage of his daughters with Lehi's
sons. Since it has ever been the
custom among the desert people for
a man to marry the daughter of
his paternal uncle (bint ‘ammi), it
is hard to aveid the impression that
Lehi and Ishmael were related.

There is a remarkable association
between the names of Lehi and
Ishmael which ties them both to
the southern desert, where the
legendary birthplace and central
shrine of Ishmael was at a place
called Beer Lehai-ro’i.® Wellhausen
réndered the name “spring of the
wild-ox (?) jaw-bone,” but Paul
Haupt showed that Lehi (for so he
reads the name) does not mean
“jawbone” but “cheek,™ which
leaves the meaning of the strange
compound still unclear. One thing
is certain, however: that Lehi is a
personal name. Until recently this
name was entirely unknown, but
now it has turned up at Elath and
elsewhere in the south in a form
which has been identified by Nelson
Glueck with the name Lahai
which “occurs quite [frequently
either as a part of a compound,
or as a separate name of deity
or person, particularly in Minaean,
Thamudic, and Arabic texts.'™
There iz a Beit Lahi, "House
of Lehi” among the ancient place-
names of the Arab country around

Gaza, but the meaning of the
name has here been lost.® [If
156
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the least be said for it, the name
Lehi is thoroughly at home among
the people of the desert and, so far
as we know, nowhere else.

The name of Lemuel is not a con-
ventional Hebrew one, for it occurs
only in one chapter of the Old
Testament (Proverh 31:1, 4),

r OME nineteen centuries or so ago there walked among

men one Jesus of MNazareth, the Christ, the Son of
His fortunes varied from being
acclaimed King to being condemned to death. Even the
sick whom he healed did not always pause to give grati-
tude. And in his time of greatest need he could not even
count on those who but a few days before had strewn
The principles he proclaimed were

God, the Prince of Peace.

his path with palms,

future.

LJ
spirit of this day is proof of what life could be like when
his precepts are put even into partial practice.
spirit of many darker days is proof of the price we pay
for departing from his principles.
have made many mistakes in the use of their God-given
freedom, the promising part of the picture is this: not that
so many men forsake these principles—but that the prin-
ciples themselved persist—that they are here and await
| only a time when men shall turn to them. If there were
no plan, no pattern, no purpose, if there were no all-pre-
vailing Providence, no way provided for the solution of
[ the problems, the depth of despair would be unbounded;
but the fact is that there iz an answer, that there is a
pattern for peace, that there iz an all-prevailing purpaose,
and that there is sound reason for an unfailing faith in
the future—in the gospel of the Prince of Peace, which
is here, and ever ready for us to turn to whenever men
shall have learned their lessons. And now soom again,
after this day and tomorrow, we shall go back to our
pressing problems, back to the pressure of the daily pur-

And as we do, we could well determine to take

Wﬂ; jﬁd pmé&md armf' pmmiée

not popular with the prevailing powers of his time and
were not well understood by the people.
his precepts and principles apparently have not prevailed,
men have sometimes become cynical, have sometimes
despaired, have sometimes lost hope and faith in the
But let no man lose faith in the future:

where it is commonly supposed to
be a rather mysterious poetic sub-
stitute for Solomon. It is, however,
like Lehi, at home in the south
desert, where an Edomite text from
“a place occupied by tribes de-
scended from Ishmael” bears the
title, “The Words of Lemuel, King

e
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of Massa.”¥ These people, though
speaking a language that was al-
most Arabic, were yet well within
the sphere of Jewish religion, for
“we have nowhere any evidence
that the Edomites used any other
name for their God than Yahweh,
the God of the Hebrews.”%

The only example of the name
of Laman to be found anywhere
to the writer’s knowledge is its at-
tribution to an ancient Mukam, or
sacred place, in Palestine. Most of
these Mukams are of unknown, and
many of them of prehistoric, date.
In Israel only the tribe of Manasseh
built them.l? It is a striking coinci-
dence that Conder saw in the name
Leimun, as he renders it (the vowels
must be supplied by guesswork),
a possible corruption of the name
Lemuel, thus bringing these two
names, so closely associated in the
Book of Mormon, into the most
intimate relationship, and that in
the one instance in which the name
of Laman appears.% Far more popu-
lar among the Arabs as among the
Nephites was the name Alma, which
can mean a coat of mail, a mountain,
or a sign."

It should be noted here that
archaeology has fully demonstrated
that the Israelites, then as now,
had not the slightest aversion to
giving their children non-Jewish
names, even when those names
smacked of a pagan background.“l
One might, in a speculative mood,
even detect something of Lehi’s
personal history in the names he
gave to his sons. The first two
have Arabic names—do they recall
his early days in the caravan trade?
The second two have Egyptian
names, and indeed they were born
in the days of his prosperity. The
last two, born amid tribulations in
the desert, were called with fitting
humility, Jacob and Joseph. Wheth-
er the names of the first four were
meant, as those of the last two sons
certainly were (II Nephi 2:1, 3:1),
to call to mind the circumstances
under which they were born, the
nam”s are certainly a striking indi-
cation of their triple heritage.

(To be continued)
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I. 276): **Their Bacvest up, they sirike the hamlets
of tents, amd witk their cagtle go forth to wander
as nomads,” Karl Raswan. Drinkers the Wind
[M.Y.. Creative Age Press, 1944} weribes Al
length the easy coming and going between desert
u; clty, rich Arabs of the town aften going out
to spend A season or a few hours on the samds.

7], W. and G. M. Crowfoot, in PEFQ 1533,
p. 4. Nearly a contemporary of Lehi is *“the Arabian
chief wha camped in the oumskirts of Jerusalem at
Nehemiah's time and bore the _guud arth  Arabic
pamt of Gesbem (Jusham| . . . " N, A, Pasris (ed.)
T;:ﬂﬂmb]sﬂuiuy\e [Princeton University Preas,
1 « p- X5

TEd, Meyer. op. cit. p. 305 of. G.d.A. 11:1, 486,
M2, 347

TPh, ], Baldensperger, "The Immovable East™
PEFQ 1922, 163 1926, 93-57; Dhorme, "'Le Pays de
ab,” Revee Bibllgee NS (1911}, 102-7; A,

rtom. " The Chriginal Home of the Story of Jab.”
Jnl.BibI Lit. 31 (1912} &3. This is not to say that
the patriarchs were “pelmitives.” for *'. . . we are

LEHI IN THE DESERT

learning to thisk of the immigrants not as nomads
in the savage orf sesi-savage state, but a3 colonists
cal:r:flng with them fo thele new homes the memories
of a developed palitical arganization, with usages
and practices h“i,.:f a histary behind them.” Blac-
goliouth, Arabs a Jaraelites, ete. p. 25,

®WP, Baldeasperger, is PEFQ 1923, p. I76. Aa
recently as 2000 B. Hebrew and  Arabic had
aot yer emerged from ““what was substantially a
common language, srderstood from the Indian Chcean
ta the Taurus and from the Zagroa to the frontier
of Egypt. This common lasguage (excluding MAeg-
cadinn) was Az hosogeneous as was  Arabic a
thousand  years ago.'' W. F. Albright, ""Recean
Progress in MNorek  Cannamite Rtk'l:{ir“ BASOR
70 (1938} p. 21, The curious and persistent homoe
genelty of culture and language among the desest
peaple of the Near East has often excited comment.
e.g.. Margoliouth, ap. cit. p. 5: Philby, The Empiy
Qirarfer, p. 65 Moeldeke. Semit. Sprachen. pp. 52.
57: Meyer, larseliten, p. M5, 307; Margaliouth eves
notes (ap. cit, p. 8) that A Sabaean {sosth MArab)
would have found little to puzzle kim in the Rest
verse af Geneais,”

mp, Guillawme, ““The Habiru, the Hebrews. and
the Arabs.” PEFQ 1946, 65f 67: "l do not think
that there fa muech doubt that the Hebrewa were
what we should call Arabs, uwsing the term in [ea
wideat sense.”t  [d. TR: "Somewhere about  the
bﬁﬂILHHE of the Brat millemnium B.C. the oame
Habiru or Hebrew gradually gave way befoce ithe
form "Arabu.” " W. F. Albright. in BASOR 70, p.
2l: "MNe sharp distincton {8 made between He-
brews, Aramacana. and Arabs in the days of the
Parriarcha.”

EGuillausme, op. clt. po 7T, citing Noeldeke.
‘Though the Jews have always shown great capacity
for assimilating other cultwres, by [far the “moar
readily asgimilated . . . was the InBuence of ke
kindred Semitic culture of Agabia,” 5. L. Caiger,
B-'JI;E1 end Spade (Dzford University FPress, 1936)
P B

=28, Bergman, “"Half-Manasseh,” Jrf, Pal. Or. Soc.
XVI (1936) p. 225: Manasseh was barn in Eqypt
and adopted fr Jacob (id. p. 249). In & Manas-
site genealogy "‘the names show a preponderance of
Arabic etyma . . . " indicating “continual infuz
from the desest,” (p. 228). Manasseh by am
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begot the [ather of Gilead,

Aramaean cuncubine

and the portion of Manasseh bimself waa the land
of Gil Uhulhl Transjecdanie.”™ (loc. citi).
H. Sngnl, “The Settlement of Manazseh East of

the Jordas,” PEFQ 1918, pp. 125131, refutes the
comman theary that this was s celluz of emigeation
from the western slde of the Jordan,” the alternative
being that Manasseh, the moat powerful of all
the tribes, was already in the desert from the
beginzing.

8]t bas heen supgested that Ammen, like hia
competitar  Aton, was orlginally from Syria-Pales-
time, a theory that has somewhat to recommend o
eapecinlly alnee Wainwelght Bas shown the pre-

historic Palestinian umialm- of Mie of Co
(ke ariginal J\.mnu.l Wlm-right **The Em-
blem of Min, “JEA XWVII (1231 186-93, and

XWII (1932), 161€, and X1X (1933}, p. 43,
"‘I‘Albﬂght. Aschasal, & ghe Rellp. of lsrael. p.

#Thas "the Mrabs of the south thomgh settled
at their bases, were indomitable travelers and
mepchanes, . . " Guillaume, PEFQ 1946, p. 67,

There Is mothing ta prevent Lehi, though settled
at his base, from belng an Indomitable traveler,
unless one interprets 1 Nephi 1:3 to mean that
he never set foot cutside the city from the day of
hi: birth—a palpable absurdity.

¥"The natural character of the Hede tribes Bas
always been to act as & kind of intermediacy peo-
B]t with mo fixed paolitcs. - I!-alrl:n.:-jlergu‘,
EFQ 1925, p. 85. Ewven today "the "Ariahive(t)
Bedus on the Egyptian Fromtier carry
land from Gaza tw Egypt and vice wversa. They
are & peculing  Intermediate  class;  they  practice
commegce and agricultere and are camel rearess."
[Baldensperger, PEFQ 1922, p. 161), of. J. L.

Burckbardr, Namks ca the Bedoming amd Wahabps
(London. 1831) 1. 9, 26§, 306 2756, In the sixzth
century BJC. the Araba took Gaza, the sorthern
anchor of the Egyptian trade line {Herodot. Fiae.
M. 5 7. %, Albcight. In fal. Pal. Or. Sac.
IV, 130). Arab =eechants, enriched by the threes
coraered trade founded the Mabataean state |Gea,
E. Kirk. "The HNe :v or the Southern Desert of
Palestine,” PEFQ pe 62]. At all times the
Palestine-Egyptian Izud.c was the mais, If not the
enly acurce of wealth to these people, T, Cansan,
o fai. Pal. Or. Soc. 11, 144, On the antiquity of
the three-carsered trade see Lieblels. MHandel w.

Schiffaher. 76, 1M-6; W, ]. Phythian-fdama.
"laraz] iz the Arabab,'” PEFQ 1933, p 145 G
E. Eigk. [n FEFQ ]ﬂ'!-l p. GlE 5. Perowne, "' Nate

oa | Kings, ch, X, 1-i3 PEFQ 1939, p.
iﬂl Albright, in ,rnr Bal. Or. Soc. IV, 130-2.

Bt 3 equally in the Intertst of the Bedouins
to bave alliancea with the town dwellers and
farmers; !be result [s & Faz closer afinity between

the two ways of life than ome would seppeae: A1
the desert tribes have their allies or relations among
the Hedouwlns or fellshin in the cultivated portions
of Palestine and Egypt . . . oo doubt this was
at Brst dictated by poliey . . . but it cuts both
ways, and anybody who takes the trouble b in-
veatigate amd undesstand  these  relationships  will
find it comparatively easy to make Arrangemcols
witk tribes in the desert, bowever [ar they may
be.”" PEFQ 1997, p. 45. From the beginning the
Jews were forced by their geographical position
to deal with Arabs and o engage in trade, see
Elias Awerback, Wiste und Gelohtes Land {Berlin,
1932) p. 2

Ehargaliouth, Arsbs ud Israelites, p. 29. Guil-
lazme. T’EFQ 1946, p- 80,

Bhleyer, lscacliten, p. 302
W], Zeller, “"The Bedawin,” PEFQ 1901, p. 198,

™A man bas am exclusive right to the hand of
his cousin; be I3 not obliged to marry her. but she
cansot withour hkis copsent, become the wife of
another persom.”” Burckhardt. MNotes 1. 113, The
fact that there was mo cbatacle to the group mar=
raige of Leki's soma with lshmael’s daughters may
almest ke taken as proof that the young people were
cousing,

Whieyer, op. cif. p 3zzf.

=P, Haupt, “Heb. Lehi, cheek. and lo-a'. jaw,”
Il Bibi.Lee, XRXI0 [1914] I90-5.

MM, Glueck, "Ostraca [rom Elath,”
{1940} 5-6. Bg. 2.

®The Survey of Western Palestine, MName Lists
{E. H. Palmer, Comment.. London. 188]) p. 358

®mE, bem Yehuda, ""The Edomite [.ulguag¢."
Jal.Pal.Or.Soc. 1 (1921} 113-5

W, Clermont-Ganseau, “"Moslem BMuka=s.”™ in
Swrey of Western Palestine, Special Papers. p.

325.
ﬂ-;c. R. Conder. in same val.
W, aof Wasen. Palest., Name Lists,

17, 66,

p, Reifesbery, A Hebrew Shekel of the 5th
Ceaury B.C." PEFQ 1ML po 102 Albeight,
Archaeol. & the Relig of larsel. p 113. Among
the children of those contemporaries of Lebi wha
Med o Egypl. Persian, Babylonian and ““even
Arabian names may be suspected.”” they
remained good Jews, 5. A. Cook, “The ﬁwa of
E;f“t Ia the Pilth Century B.C." PEFQ 1907,

BASOR &

ag abowve, n. 57, p.

pp. 4.
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F-thrth row: Denald T, Boday, Loren H. Grover,
B, Munns, J. Gordon Yougha, Jehm J, Buch-
ﬁven William 8. Klinger, Orveil Ray Jdockson,
Royal' . Rigby, Milton Ellis Bond, H. Vard Leany.
Sizteenth row: Benjomin L. Dickison, Meode Squire,
Douglos  Lew, Glern Hamberloin, Eoarl Beecher,
Dale R. Streed, Donlel Jomes.
Sevanteanth rew: Onellle D. Carmohon, Gerrord
8. Denkers, Jr., Herbert W. Wilkinson, Fronk Chond-
lor, Glemn B. Mechom, Glan E. Rich, Marris J. Brady.

dokn D,






