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INTRODUCTLON,

It i= not the wnter's purpose in the present plee to give &
history of the Ilebrew text unprinted, printed, ov both.  He las
done g0 already in another work ;* and it would be needless to
reprat the same things. The collations of Hebrow M5S., sl
other eritieal sourees by Ieanieott and Do Bosed, are well known
to scholars.  But though a considerable time has elupsed sinee
their publications, we have not yet dedved any adequate advan-
tages from thein,  Iowas intended that they should lead to o
standerd  Hebrew text, differing in pot a fow places from that
commonly recetved 3 yet we are still destitute of thal Lo which
Kennicow doubiless looked forward us the looinmate result of Las
great labour,

The eriticism of the Old Testunent iz confessedly far bhehind
that of the New.  And it iz likely to be go, Teeanse the meuns lor
advancing it to the same state searcely exisl,  All Helwew MSS,
are comparetively modermn.  Aleest all belong to one recension.
We have, it is teue, more and lees ancient ones, 25 v relation o
the Greek Testnent; Lut the greatest antiguity 32 behind chat
of Greck MSS. by several centuries.  The text of the Ol Testa-
ment i3 Masorerie; aud all the eodices which we are likely to

Liave ot our servies ave mainly Masoretic. AL belong cesentinlly

* A Temdise on Bibes] Criticisw, exlibitine o syslematle view of Hhat sclenec.
e voloine, octavo, new edition.  Black, BEdinborgl,
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to the same type or class.  Desides these, oncient versions exist,
carrying up our knowledge of the state of the original fir beyond
the period to which Hebrew MSS. reach; but such versions
require to be used with greal caution, being by no means so
relinhle or authoritative as Cappellns and his followers snpposed,
Uther sourees of correetion Lave alao their use ; but sre much less
profitable than many scheolars have imzoined,  Peewliar difli-
culties, therefore, lie in the pach of him who would undertake
the emendstion of the Ol Testament text,  TTe may easily helieve
that the text is move corrupt than it s in reality ; attechine un-
due tmportanee to whatever s prior to, or independent of, the
Masoretio period.

But though we fully belicve that the 014 Testament toxt can
never be brought by the genuine instrnmentz of eriticism 1o the
mame state of perfection as the New, wo sre [ar from thinking
that it needs no thorongh revision.  There ave pliecs, not a few,
in which it is corrupt. Tt ourht o be corrected ; and it i= capo-
ble of being so throngh an instrwmnentality which every sound
critic will allow. Inaderuate as the supply of materials for this
purpose 13, ng reason exists Sor nob employving thon to the extent
they are availeble, and summoning to onr aid any resourec that
may be thought oxpedient,  Among the difficulties of the tusk
belonging to the (id Testament critie, the chief seom 1o lie in the
application of crities] conjecture,  The higher und lower eriti-
cism mnst be combined ; and it is 0 delieate guestion hoaw e the
[ormer showdd modify and contrel the Titter, Al whoit that the
frrmer must be employed much more than in the ense of 1he New
Testument, besiuse vecessity vequires it But in relation to the
seape i should have, o problem ol no small imporemes arises,
Thus in the case of contradictions between ooe place of the Old
Teztament awl another, o dizerepaneies between the New Tosta-
ment quotations nued their Hebrew eriginels, it 32 no easy 1o sertle
the method or peineiple of adjusioent,  Ie 32 well kuown that
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with regard to @ vaviety of diserepancies which appesr rreconcile-
able, conjecture must be resorted to, in the ohzenee of all various
readingz; or else such dizeropaneios mnst be left as original.
Numerous partivulurs cceur throvghout the Old Testament hooks
which elash move or bezs with one another—satatements olijection-
able or positively wrong apoear-—ond the question s, how ey
should be deald with when thewe i3 no ohjecsive suchonity for
altering or reconciling them.  Shoulid we proceald withont hesioe-
tion to bring them into Turmony By the aid of eritical conjecture,
helieving them inconsistent wich the e theory of inspivation ;
or should they be sulfived to remsin wndisturbed, 25 noc militar-
ing against a correet theory of the authority Telonging to the
Biblical books? Weallude to thiz az one particolar in the depart-
ment of Old Testament edticlsm pecoliurly perplexing, sepamit-
mg it from New Testment crviticism where the sime diflienlty
i= hardly felt amid the abundunee of existing mzterials.  In the
one, subjectivity comes into active play; in the other, it is pro-
pery kept in abeysnee.

The importanes and necessity ol seeomplishing for the Ol
Testament someching like what Gorieshach did for the New, have
boen olten felt. We mention Grieshach rather thon his distin-
auishied succeszors in the sane departinent, Lachinann and Tis
chendorf, beeanse the feet thovengh attempd to revise the tex
mwmst boomore onoa poe with e laboes than sulseguent ones.
The work comnot be dene at onee, or by ene individaal. Al
that can b |‘e:.1$0]1:11|]_',r [}x])u{;l.ch al' o who unilertakes 16 15, that
he should aecomplish for the Ol Testument ss wuch propor-
tionately, and in the same soirit, as Grieshach did for the New
leaving future seholars to low up his work, or o do hetrer, s

wendorf have done after the ertic of Jena.

Laclipann ond Tise
The editor of o Hebrew Bilde on (he sone Pliss us Cirieshacly's
New Testument, would possess advantages which fe did not jros-

sees ; and could aveld cepors indo which Le febl
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The textus receptus of the Old Testament is that in Van Der
Hooght's edition, publiched at Amsterdsm in 17035, in twe
volumes, octavo,  Apurt feore errors of the press which it con-
taing, we do not regard thiz as the best text which has been pub-
lished. That of J, H. Miehaeks, in two wvolumes oetavo and
quarte, Halle, 1720, is superior in every respoct, exeept legibality
and beauty of type. The editor used for it five MSS. in the
libvary at Frfurt, and nincteen printed edicdons.  But as the text
of Kennicott's edition was printed from that of Van Der Hooght,
it was firmly cetablished ae the recefved one.  Hence the same wos
reprinted at London, under the superintendence of I Allemand ;
at Leipzig, under the supervision of TTahn, Rosenmiiller, Land-
schreiber, and Theile, the lnst edition of Theile being the most
accurate ; and al New York, under the supervision of Tsase Leesor
and Joseph Jaquett.

The edition of Jalin, which i o very valmable one, exhibits in
like mammer Vaon Ter Hooght's toxt corrected in s few plices, It
appesred in four volumes, octave, at Vienna, 1806,

In the year 1810, Boothroyd began o isse an edition of the
Hebrew Dible in parts, which wos completed in 1816, Here an
attempt was made to furn the collations of Renndeote and De Rossi
to aceount, by indieating in the notes a vevized text, based wpon
anthorities, as well ps by oceasional marks in the Hebrew toxt
itself,  Still the text Hsclf s without points, after Kenmicott's;
and the editor’s judzment eanvot be eommended.  In 1821 ap-
peared Iomileon's Choder Crigicns of the Tlebrew Bible, which ia
the fivst ateempt, properly so eilled, to foem o standard text ol the
Old Testament.  The text of Yun Der Hooght has been adopied
g the bagts,  Every devizdon from it, exeept the correction of
typographienl errors, s marled Ty hellow letters, and the wond
or worde g they stand in Van Der Mooght, are exhibited in the
oiter nargin g so that the entine of his texe i printed,  The

nferior nargin contains suel various readings as were deemed
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worthy of notice, thourh not entitled to a place in the text, being
divided into prodably true (), ond pessiddy true (33 In the toxt,
each variation is preceded by a numericel figure—1, 2. 3, e,
and followed by two inverted commas (") to mark how fr it
extends.  The plan iz obviously in secordenee with that of (Gries.
bach’s revision of the Greek text ol the New Tostament.  The
contribution towards o standard text furnished in rhis little werk
iz ereditable to the learning snd industry of the suthor.  Had he
printed the entire Hebrew text, smd retalned the vowel points,
it would have beon maore valuable,

In the following work, it will be seen that the auchor has not
only gone hevond the plan of Hamilton, but hes alse departed
from it very eonsiderably. Thie whele of Hamidton’s wurious
readings, widely printed ns they ure, oecupy no more than thivey-
gix pames oclave. e is aleo evideno that he followed Renmicott
and others too Implicicly, in zrtaching rreater weirht to ancient
versions for emending the Hebrew text than belongs to them, as
well s in deprecisting the Masorsh. And it may be safely
assorted, that ell Tds emendations are umimgportunt, exceps in the
rezdings noticed at length in his Appendix, where he is for the
maosl part inerrer. Iv is obvious too, thot he was neither aware
of the extent to which diserepancies appear in she Old Testament
text, nor disposed to apply a remedy to remove them, in the
mzjority of essez.  In some instanees he has mede zn approach to
the use of critical conjecture, by the application of what is tenined
the exigence of the place fexizentia locl), thay s, what cither the
grammatical construction or the general meaning of the context
poquires,  The work now before the reader moy be regarded as
g more wnbitions atcempt to exhilic o stumlazd fext aoreenbiy to
the DLest outhorities, and o (he most probable view entertained
by the writer, It was his original intention to have the Hebrew
text printed entive, with such cmendations in it a3 seemed to him

desimble, thus presenting o standard text throwghout to the eye of



