Three Fates or, some say, lo the sister
of Phoroneus, invented five vowels of
the first alphabet, and the consonants
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the Basis of the alphabet
are the basic elements, of which this world is
made like words are made of letters.

The Three Mother Letters
N D W
Aleph, Mem, Shin
The Seven Double Letters
- 4 T 2 B % D

Beth, Gimel, Daleth, Kaph, Peh, Resh, Tau

The Twelve Simple Letters

B Iy AR vy N § Oy
Heh, Vav, Zayin, Cheth, Teth, Yod, Lamed, Nun, Samekh, Ayin, Tzaddi, Qoph

(in the hebrew text they are simply three
mothers, NMAR WHY)

It is from jewish Book Of Formation, a
comment to the first chapter of Torah. Only
though it righteously attributes M to water, 111
to fire, the attribution of A to air is whether
a secret (sacred) or a mistake, or the question

itself is caused by my misunderstanding (such
possibility is also to be kept in mind)

As we research the first sentence of Torah,

TR DR DOAWN DR 209K X2 NOWRN2,

it becomes obvious, that X refers to eArth,
when as air 1s a combination of water and

fire. Steam (maybe, in the conception of the
ancients, fire and water also originate from
air, as lightning and rain) but this is not for
certain, uncertain as it gets, because the Book
of Formation itself it seems has different
opinions about which element corresponds to
which letter depending on the chapter and the
version. and thus this is an open question (also
because this subject is new for me as well,
actually, this booklet is not about that)



Modern linguistics teaches that semitic
alphabets are consonant, but when we
compare arabic and hebrew to latin, greek,
georgian and so on, it’s obvious that it’s one
and the same system, and thus Aleph, Mem
and Shin are vowel, labial and lingual, made
by voice, lips and tongue. (armenian used to
be much more like greek, before Mashtots had
mutilated it. You can read about it described
by Koriun, by Khorenatsi, and at aeiou.nu/
index-book.html, and thus Mashtots couldn’t
be the creator of georgian alphabet, because
christians don’t seem to be initiated into the
depth of alphabetic structures, at least not in
these two)

Old greek myth of invention of alphabet
also puts in the basis of alphabet vowels
(A ETO U) and two consonants B u T.
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BC
DEF

GH I JK
LMNOPQR
STUVW
XYZ

And also all sorts of local
variations in reading

(for example, J in spannish is h,
and X in portuguese 1s sh[[])
vowels are all over the place, A
is also e and o and even ey, O
and U are also A sometimes.

A a
B b
C clk,s]
Dd
E e
F f
G glg, ds]
H h
Ii
J ]
K k
L1
M m
N n
Oo
Pp
Qq
Rr
S s
Tt
U ulu,ju,a]
Vv
W w
X x[ks, 7]
Y yb.i]
Z z
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in modern pronunciation (MP) 0 is much
closer to f, in spite of how they teach it.

Ancient pronunciation (AP) also raises
some questions, but that is the officially
acepted transliteration

Phoenician lonia
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Deviation from this structure in greek
can be explained by the reform, described in
this historical chronicle: «The vowels added
by the priests of Apollo to his lyre were
probably those mentioned by Demetrius, an
Alexandrian philosopher of the first century
BC, when he writes in his dissertation On
Style: ‘In Egypt the priests sing hymns to
the Gods by uttering the seven vowels in
succession, the sound of which produces as
strong a musical impression on their hearers
as if the flute and lyre were used, but perhaps
I had better not enlarge on this theme.’»,

and yet why M never stands in the column
of labials is a more complex question, to
which I have several possible answers, the
most interesting of them is the hypothesis
of patriarchal takeover, which could place
Jupiter instead of Minerva, or could it be
Kronos even before that. All this is merely a
speculation, but pay attention, that Fairy is
Feya in russian, and in greek goddess is Ogq,

and phonetically labial 0 (yep, even in modern
greek it sounds as f (though by articulation
today it is labeo-lingual, combining thus male
and female components, and maybe it refers to
the concept of hermaphroditic nature of gods,
who knows)) 1s substituted with lingual Z
which stands for Zevc. Also notice the initials
JK standing at that sacred place today (but not
in 1italian and not in 1rish)

A B

{n latin alphabet E FGH
inguals are

structurally divided | J [ i

into back-linguals PR

and front-linguals: OP@R
UV WXY



Other alphabets don’t have such structural

definition, but the next paragraph of the
Book Of Formation divides alphabet into
five groups, differently placed in different
versions of the book, they nevertheless agree
on which letter to each group belongs, and
the first peculiarity I noticed is 1 amongst
what I suggest to call vowels, and > amongst
velars (back-linguals) and whether it 1s some
encryption showing, suggesting some keys
transmitted orally, or is it the greek influence,
or 1s it an evidence that 17 is vowel, and v is
labial, the way they are pronounced in greek
today (especially in the context of isopsephy
considered to be chronologically older than
gematria) that is another open question.
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Twenty-two Foundation Letters
He engraved them with voice

He carved them with breath
He set them in the mouth

In five places

Alef Cher Heh Eyin fymw) in the throat (Gurturals)
Gimel Yud Kaf Kuf (p) in the palate (Palatals)
Dalet Tet Lamed Nun Tav (raon)

in the tongue (Linguals)
Zavin Samekh Shin Resh Tzadi fxveo)

in the teeth (Dentals)
Bet Vav Mem Peh (ya3) in the lips. (Labials)

The version on this page places the
groups according to eastern tradition (with
some variation) while the version on the next
page places the groups in western tradition
(ABCD + the fifth group, probably consisting
of letters added later, though, it 1s also a
speculation, based, nevertheless, on the
differences in japanese and indian canons)
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Division of the alphabet into five parts is
known in Ogham, where the fifth group is in its
appearance explicitly different from the others,

D b b (e
and 1s also officially considered a later addition,
thus my hypothesis of a similar state of affairs in
hebrew is not unprecedented.

The 1dea of trinity of the alphabet is also
reflected in the north-european runes. They are
traditionally divided into three groups, so called
gttir (ir 1s the plural suffix, &tts, @ts) neither
four, nor five, always three. That, in the context
of unity of this tradition tells of the primordial
trinity in other alphabets. But if those groups are
vowel, labial and lingual, then why there’s such a
mess in the @ttir we know today? Isn’t it because
there used to be only 9 letters? This could be
supported by poetic edda, by nine muses, who
can also be divided into three groups, three
by three, digits, letters, notes, which is also
mentioned in the first chapter of the Book Of
Formation, but then this is also a tentative guess,
demanding a confirmation within tradition,
reflected in some ancient treatise. And the world
tree Yggdrasil, at which, according to a legend,
Odin hung during
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acquisition of runic writing system, has
three roots, which is watered with waters
from a sacred spring by three norns, who are
the matriarchal trinity, known to different
nations under different names (fates, moirae,
parcae, sudicy, rojanicy) and even tridevi are
traditionally more ancient than trimurti.

And the Odin’s rune-song lists 18 ’songs”
(doubled 9, because, like tarot, runes inverse
their meanings when they’re upside down, and
that could be what the 231 gates are about)
and that 1s exactly how many runes are in the
amazing artefact, shown on the next page (and

that artefact i1s rather authentic, I found it in
Alphabet by Gardiner)
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Namely not abcd, but abc, or abd,
something in between, abp. I.e. vowel, labial,

lingual
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Transliteration of some letters raises question: e.g

1s sometimes transliterated as R, and thus doesn’t R

correspond to letter I, which it sometimes reminds
a lot (compare it to P being R in russian)



I decided not to flip the rune 4 o look like it does
on that runic stone, for I left it the way I found
it in academic tables of transliteration and in the
unicode.



It is curious that the names of the norns
are similar to the alphabetic order ABC: Urd
Verdandi Skuld, in this order symbolizing the
past, present and future.

And in this context, the “incomprehensible”
dogma of the trinity is revealed in trinity as the
three visible phases of the moon, which are most
likely the basis and graphic side of alphabetic
writing, because the bow of the letter b is similar
to )
and the bow of the letter d is similar to ( and
these letters are opposed in a variety of scripts:
0 g, 72, WSy, and even J —

v
=0 ] f
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the vowel 0, and this is proved by the % or @ in the first two

forms of == quoted above. It has seemed to me for several
o O

years past that the vowel signs which we find in many Egyptian
words were intended not to be read necessarily as parts of the
words, but only to indicate or limit their signification. But the
subject is too large to discuss in an Introduction to a Dictionary,
and demands a book to itself. Meanwhile, I understand that
M. Naville is preparing a volume on the whole question, and as
there is every reason to believe that he will present in a new light
many important facts bearing upon Egyptian phonetics, its
appearance is eagerly awaited.

The system of transliteration which T have used in this
Dictionary is a modification of that which was employed by Birch
and some of the older Egyptologists, and by Brugsch until the
last years of his life. The following is the transliteration of the
letters of the Egyptian Alphabet which Brugsch printed in the
first volume of his Warterbuch (1867) :—

‘ka .Jb!m hIU I3

Qa ‘D Piﬁ 1.1‘12& k
] & i f o xlo t
W R om fad—s | =] ¢
N S
T i‘or T o
Qa,ua(w)!_@nlia k| ¢

In 1880, the following modification of this Alphabet appea.red
in the fifth volume of his Warterbuch (Folge und Umschreibung
der alphabetischen Zeichen) :—

a. Vowels and half-vowels :—
1& a. q a(n) —oaf(y). Wi QQ iy (). % u, 0.
ﬂ u, w (3). :

I couldn’t find the source of this order:

Vowels as
indications of
the meanings
of words or
verbal forms.

The Egyptian
Alphabet in
1867.

The Egyptian
Iphabet in
1880.

one refers to the other, and he to the third, who

doesn’t refer, just proposes it



Ich unterscheide im altigyptischen Alphabete und umschreibe, tibereinstimmend mit
Herrn Vicomte E. de Rougé (s. dessen Note sur la transcription des hiéroglyphes in
der Zeitschrift fiir dgyptische Sprache und Alterthumskunde, 1866, S. 69 flgd.) folgende
drei Klassen von Lauten:

A. Die Vocale a, ¢, .

B. Die Halbvocale d, @, @ (va, w).

C. Die Konsonanten £, &, p, — m, ny 7, b, — hy by y, — 5, &, — k, by, — ¢, ¢, 2
Zum graphischen Ausdruck dieser 23 Laute dienen in den beiden Schriften des heiligen
Dialektes, der hieroglyphischen und der davon abgeleiteten hieratischen Schrift, die von
mir sogenannten Fundamental-Zeichen. Ich bezeichne sie so, weil sie zu ihrer phone-
tischen Auflosung niemals den Beistand anderer phonetischer Zeichen erhalten, wihrend
sie im Gegentheil als Hiilfslesezeichen, als wahre matres lectionis, der grossen Klasse syl-
labarischer Lautzeichen beigeschrieben werden konnen. Letatere sind allein auflosbar mit
Kenntniss jener Grundzeichen, welche daher als phonetisch bestimmt eine nothwendige Vor-

aussetzung sind. So z. B. nenne ich J =b, § = p, ® =, Fundamentalzeichen, weil ihre

Bedeutung und ihr Werth als bekannt vorausgesetzt werden muss; % = ba, %: pa

in zweiter Auflage in Deutschland unter dem Titel ,Graphein“ erschienenen Buche zur Schau getragen
wird, so ist das nicht nur unwirdig der deutschen Wissenschaft, sondern, milde gesagt, beispiellos und un-
erhért. Gonnen wir dem Herrn Verfasser dieser Schrift den Hochgenuss seiner Entdeckung, dass nur Lumpen
die Trager des geistigen Fortschrittes seien, aber beklagen wir es tief, dass in unserem Zeitalter, , wo, nach
den eigenen Worten des Autors (S. 2), mehr Dressur, als wirkliche Cultur herrscht“, dem deutschen Volke
derartige Aufklirungen iiber die ersten und altesten Grundlagen der modernen Wissenschaft und Bildung

aufgetischt werden.
*

VE

und 1= xo dagegen Sylbenzeichen, weil ihre phonetische Auflosung mit Hiilfe jener

Fundamentalzeichen erfolgt, wie aus den Schriftvarianten J %k =i, }g k =pa,

°1k = ya erhellt. Es geht daraus der wichtige Satz hervor, dass die Kenntniss der

Fundamental - Lautzeichen der altiigyptischen Schrift hinreicht, um siimmtliche phonetische

Hieroglyphen-Gruppen zu entziffern.

Wir haben in unserem Worterbuche folgende Reihe der Fundamental-Lautzeichen
angesetzt, deren Aufeinanderfolge dem Leser beim Nachschlagen unumginglich bekannt

sein muss.
k & J b ey — &
| E P Ba ok
S he O S ® 5 a ¢
N & m P wmd —— s = oder}) ¢
1. T = =

B =g NNE e

ﬂ @, ua (w) G 4 k Lbd 2

Dem Lernenden, welcher sich die Miihe giebt in dem Worterbuche die verschiedenen
Wortstimme niher zu untersuchen und mit einander zu vergleichen, wird eine fiir das

70 Note sor la transeription des hiéroglypbea, [October a. November

an résaltat que ooas chercbons de transcrire lo par ¢ ou par ¢, la bigarrure des
trapscriptions aurait senle de linconvénient '

La délimitation do nombre des articulations est ave opération beaucoup plus délicate
et sor laquelle il faut appeler la discussion. L'alpbabet que nous proposerions compren-
drait 21 lettres

S; k: —; Qq.‘\\; }'@: -.7; J. ?: e, K: 4 T. u; 5‘; o, =, }:

a
12 8 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 u
= = —i= =i e Ul o, { i f
] (¢ @ n r ] ‘ X A &
2 13 i 15 18 1 18 19 2 21

l.es difficultés ne me semblent porter que sur un petit nombdre de points que je vais in-
diquer successivernent.

Premitrement, poour les voyelles, est il nécessairo de distinguer les trois pasoces,
q a, a, —»0d! Les ressemblances, quant & la valear des trois signes, peuveot
so résumer aipsi: 1° verisoles dans I'écritare des mots égyptiens, peo nombreases toate-
fois sux temps pharaoviques. 2° faculldé poor chacuve des trois lettres, d'étre, dens ls
syllabe, initisle (aspiration) oo finale (mater lectionis). 3° carsctire vague, quant 8o
sons-voyelles, proavé par les transcriptions de tontes les époques.') Acecune différence
n's é1é ootéo par les coples quant a Ia ouance de l'aspiration ivitiale.

Voici mointeosot les différences. Dans I'égyplien, oo peut remsrquer uce certaioe
préférence poor q commo iniliale et pour comme finale: c'est probablemeot comme
couséquence de celte vae qoe initial ‘varie avec le groope q q s &1 égale-
meot choisi pour transerire l'arUcalation m. —» initia) répond, aa cootraire, babiteelle-
meot su v. Dans le copte, oo remsrque sussi plas soaveot I'® en face do —o. J'ad-
mets volontiers que ces différences, quoique pea tranchées, puissent eagager & ooter q a,

a et __p d; division qui ne m'avait pas semblé oécessaire et que je n'ai pas
coployé jasqo'ici. Mais il me semble que dans les tables oa les dictionnaires il y aarit
greod avantage a faire eotres les trois 4, a, 4 dans up wéme article, poor éviter les ren-
vois, fatigans pour le lectear, que nécessileraient les nomdreuses variantes des dernitres
époques.

llul souvent fioal toot evssi bien quioitial; jo ne orois pas que \\ soit autre chose
que Vabbréviation du premier: ¢ se préte d'aillears parfailement ao rdle de semi-voyelle;
il o'y aurait dooc eocuo besoia de distinguer v et § ou ;. w jouera de méme les deos
rbles de semi-voyelle initiale ot de voyello vogue, fans qu’il en résulte sucun lnconvé~
nient: il est ioutile de loi substitner le w poar trsnscrire ua.

Parmi les coosonunes, ce sont les deatsles et les palatales quni fournissent matidre &
de plas sérieuses controverses. Eon co qui concerve d'abord les quatre sigues 4, <,
U, B, cbercbons ce que lear emploi dsns I'écriture présente de caractires commans, oo

") Ce caractiro vague des voyelles doit faire cooserver le signo cooventionnel partoot od ooss
n'avons pas de renseigoemens certains sur la pronoociation. Mais ce serait tombder dans ['excds
que de e pas so servir das voyelles Bxes quand des tramscriptions constsntes nous les apportent.
Exemples: Aoms, Hor &ec.



In other cases, the
opposition is the evenness of the labial b and

the oddness of the lingual d: B D,
IL L which in turn gives reason to
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y k § 8 | m d n 4 s
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=0 ~ = ¢ ¢t = EW v
pu sade qopa rasha taana gain to Sl i u word
p s q r t [ t Sz ‘i u divider

assume the femininity of the labials and the
muscularity of the lingual ones (fortunately,
symbolism determines the evenness of the
female characteristic, and the oddness of the
masculine, which is most likely associated
with the shape of the body parts) since labia
refers to different things, and the word lingua
is consonant with the word lingam.

This 1ll-mannered savagery takes us to
the eastern understanding of dualism, where
the feminine considered the passive, and the
masculine the active beginnings, and this can
be reflected in the dictionary of the language,
which 1s most clearly manifested in the
english to Be and to Do (in russian it is beiTs
and /lesaTn

) and since
my liberal science has gone this far, I dare
to notice that the names eVe and aDam are

consonant with the english words even and
odd.



An nattentive reader may ask, is it abc
or abd? From the point of view of the runes,
c 1s a staveless d, this 1s also reflected in the
fact that in russian cursive g stands for d,
it is believed that c[k] sounded like g [g] in
ancient times. In hebrew, greek, russian, g
stands at the place of c.

An educated person may ask: what
does russian have to do with it, because
modern chronology says that the russian
alphabet was created at the same time that the
Bible was translated into slavic languages. But
this, of course, is a lie: before the christians,
rus’ was under norman rule, and the normans
knew the runes, which can also be reflected
in the annals of the Chernorizets Hrabar
“qpbTaMu U ph3aMu 4bThXR U raTaax.s”
and the russian letter 2K, which did not come
from greek, but has similarity with the rune %,
which is read as j[ii]

Since the paper medium has a number
of disadvantages: It is impossible to copy the

Name

Shape

Unicode

Transliteration

Transcription

IPA

Position in
rune-row

Name

Shape

Unicode

Transliteration
Transcription
IPA

Position in

rune-row

Proto-Germanic | Old English old Norse

*Hag(a)laz| Haegl Hagall
"hail"

Elder Futhark Futhorc | Younger Futhark

N

U+16BA U+16BB u+16BC | U+16BD
h
h
[h]
9 7
Proto-Germanic Old English Old Norse
*)&ra- Gér Tor Ar
"year, harvest" | "year, harvest"| "eel" "harvest, plenty"
Elder Futhark Futhorc Younger Futhark

S K * XA

© k¢ % x + A

u+16C3 U+16E1 U+16C4 | U+16E1 |U+16E1|U+16C5|U+16C6

j j io A a a
J J io a
0] (] [jo] (a]
12 12 28 or 29 10



symbol and ask the internet what kind of bird
it 1s, I will add a comment that * 1s called
Jeran and can be transliterated as j[i1] and a
(7, maybe), but the exact same form of ¥ is
called Hagall which is transliterated as h into
latin alphabet and as x into russian, and if
you remove its stake (the vertical line) you get
that very x, and this dialectal variation may
explain the position of h approximately where
in the russian alphabet x 1s located. There

1s also ¥ in the Bornholm artifact, where the
runes are located alphabetically (and I have
decided to leave out the hypothesis of futhark
sequence being a mistransliterated abecedary,
yet I mention it here, because there * also
resides approximately in the same area).
Notice, that J also can be read as j the short i,
as k the 3, and in spannish as h.

Another similar character is the berber &
which, on the one hand, 1s the most important
letter of their ancient writing system but, on
the other hand, is sort of a later addition to

the ancient set (this is also a matter waiting
for opinion of an expert in the field)) but
what is even more remarkable is that & 1s
transliterated as Z (and it stands at the end of
the tifinagh alphabet)

But back to the idea of elements (by
the way, according to one version, the word
“element” itself comes from the sequence
AMN) 1in the above-mentioned book of
creation the lingual W [m1] is compared to fire,
which is reflected not only in the graphic form,
the lexical example ash (XY, fire) but also in
the phrase tongues of fire”, and the sound
() 1s created by tongue, which in opposition
to the lips is a masculine symbol (like fire in

tai chi (@)) and the labial » [m] is compared
to water, which is reflected not only in graphic
form (if they are descending streams) and
lexical example maim (220, water) but also in
tai chi water 1s a feminine element, a woman



in labor breaks water, and so on, so signs of
these elements,

A\ for fire 1s like the tongue letters A and A
(also in A, but I have not yet solved the reason
for the elusive resemblance of a and d, so far
the assumption is that just as U and V are
originally one letter, I and J are originally one
letter, so D is a consonantal form of the letter
A) and V for water is like the lingual letter
V (strictly speaking, it is not quite correct to
say “’lingual letter”, it is not customary, but
this 1s a simplification in order to avoid the
cumbersome construction of ’letter compared
to the lingual sound V)

Also notice how if we imagine » as
streams of water, there are two of them, and if
we 1magine ¥ as tongues of flame, there are
three (today W is considered a tooth, and the
name of the letter 1s shin (tooth), not ash (fire),
but these objects have at least one property in
common: they are eating. But sh[[] 1s not even

a dental sound, it 1s alveolar, or even retroflex
as it 1s called today, modern linguistics, that
pseudoscience, ”Every time I fire a linguist,
the performance of the speech recognizer goes
up”. On the other hand, @ is also read as S,
and in place of S it stands, and although S is
also not considered dental, it 1s closer to teeth
(it cannot be pronounced without teeth and if
¥ 1s dental, then S is the original reading, [

is the reading of the toothless) but what does

it all matter, if the division, proposed in the
Book of Creation is wrong, only that it still
influences the perceptions of modern linguists
(so I had to do some serious work to ”forget”
what I was taught and to see linguals as one
group independent of where the tongue is

placed.))



The famous symbol
speaking about elements
1s eastern tai chi, in
which I have found this
form with smile of ye
and open mouth of a
and light over darkness,
but don't forget about the
inner components, so it i1s complicated, but
then letters, reminding these shapes, reveal
that this is the way it 1s: abgoe go just like
this, so now I think I know they're the key.
We couldn't have forgot-
ten something so impor-
tant, could we? and
probably we yet will
have to find what was /A
the local key, 1f

..was 1t triskelion?

These pages are the work in progress, so it
is raw and shared only because it is big if true.

Bruteforced antonyms so far:
& ¢ (yeah) and a (ah)
€. ploho / dobro
¢ 6ad/good

Y 6or/geson, 6u/gaii (be/die (and it is

b/d opposition I noticed some pages ago (so
probably the modern yin/yang sign is later
complication of more simple dualism (right/
left) and because ga can be written down

as both 0a and ga, and because % can be
transliterated as both bu and pu, tells that it’s
likely to be the case))

can and satan
St 1 No



Back to the runes: what allows me
to say that they are older than the latin
alphabet even though the official history
claims the opposite? First, my distrust of
official history, which at all times has been
a servant of ideology, has led me to look at
the phenomenon itself regardless of what has
been written about it before me, and then it
becomes apparent that the runes are a more
archaic system, let me try to explain, and this
is second, The forerunner of the latin alphabet
is the old-Italic script (for some reason in
russian the term cTapo-uTaJIuicKOEe MUCHMO
refers to a completely different phenomenon)
which not only has the same angular style
as the runes of the other peoples but also
has some symbols in common with the
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runes of the peoples of northern europe. The T b Old turkic runes — 5 . 3
tirkic and hungarian runes have in common ek Where does this order come from | o *
only angular style, but similar forms have zdj I do not know. It reminds the order Sob2
different reading, similar to how the letters K of european alphabet, but knowing g
B H P X read differently in the greek and ) o Onl.y that It > how It goes In the 3 & %
. e ® f unicode, if it’s genuine or influenced
latin alphabe?ts today (but mqst of the similar he by western researchers I do not b4
letters are still read a-hke, which we do not % h know. Being geographically closer 0 g X
see between the turkic and norman runes) 11 tothe east, it follows traditions seen ok
and yet what allows me to claim that runic Y5 insanskrit, and separates the vowels ¢ 1 v
writing was spreading from the north to Xwk  from consonants, but unlike sanskrit, ’ n,ll .
the south, and not vice versa, as the official 27 itkeeps the consonants mostly in the
science holds today? Thirdly, a deeper, more )gji, ., ~curopean order. oo
thoroughly developed runic culture is among 2 Old hungarian rovas ; ij :
the peoples of northern europe, where there Ks  This order also reminds european § () &, b
are the concepts specifically talking about v order, and even more, but its origin Lol
the formation of letters (formation of runes, ?;mp is also not clear to me: Both scripts I Z N
which is essentially the same thing) that other A Sf go from right to left, both fonts have ! ! N
peoples do not have: stave (a polysemous 11 acommon feature: some consonants 4+ g 1
notion, but one of its meanings is the vertical X o have different forms depending on. o
line) attaches meaning to finer elements io Wwhethera, o, ucomes afteritore, i, <
than graphemes, ¢ 11o3Bosienus ckazarhb g ¥, and check the last two symbols. AN
mTpuxemam, to strokes, however, E . s ﬁ
3
¥ tprus

(S
c
7]



C can be seen as a staveless variant of the
letters (] and k, but the notion "stave" itself
came from the north. Another letter-forming
concept is the bind runes (binderunen) which
1s known in modern scripts as ligatures,

but in northern european runes it is a letter-
forming concept, just as today in danish

aa 1s read as o, 1n runes 1 means a and 4
means o. Just as in ogam -+ means a, and

-s+- means o, and in tifinagh o isa and s is 0
(but, 1t must be admitted that this 1s a weak
argument, because the £ and W ligatures
are also letter-forming, but in runes it 1s on

a completely different level) Fourthly, the
myth of the invention of the runes by Odin
himself is at the roots of no'r-se mythology,
and the word ”rune” 1s found in their national
epics all the time, even though I could not
find the manuscripts of these epics in runic
writing. Either the runes were not really used
for literature, but only for communication
with the gods, or their libraries were sacred

groves, which in the bible were ordered to
be destroyed. Whereas the myths regarding
writing among the greeks are quite secondary,
which may indicate that they were not
national, but were borrowed (Hippocrates
directly says that they were borrowed,

but Plutarch recommends not listening to
Hippocrates) But the greek myth 1s much
more worked out, describing

not only the first letters, but also subsequent
reforms. While the jewish myth, on the one
hand, recorded the most ancient stage, three
mothers, three proto-letters, three elements,

CCLXXVIl. RERVM INVENTORES PRIMI.

Parcae, Clotho Lachesis Atropos, inuenerunt litteras Graecas septem, ABHTIY
[?] ; alii dicunt Mercurium ex gruum uolatu, quae cum uolant litteras exprimunt;
Palamedes autem Nauplii filius inuenit aeque litteras undecim [...] Simonides litteras
aeque quattuor, Q E Z ®, Epicharmus Siculus litteras duas, 1 et Y. has autem
[Graecas] Mercurius in Aegyptum primus detulisse dicitur, ex Aegypto Cadmus in
Graeciam.



Mapkwn Knoto, /laxecnc n ATponoc nsobpenn ceMb rpeyecknx 6yks: A,
B,H, T,1Ywn../Apyrue roBopsT, uTo 310 caenan Mepkypuii, cMoTps Ha
nonet XypaBnew, KoTopble B nosete 4epTAT pa3Hble 6ykBbl. [lanamey,

CblH HaBnaus, nsobépen ewe ognHHaALATL 6YKB: ...... CUMoHUA eLe
yeTbipe - Q, E, Z, @, a 3nuxapmMm Cuymnnincknii ewe age, N n Y.
Mepkypuii nepBbI NpuHec 3TK bykBbl B Ervnet, Kagm n3 Ermnta B

Mpeuuto, a dBaHAP, M3rHaHHbLIN U3 Apkaanu, B ITanuio, rae ero MaTb

KapMeHTa nepeaenana vx B NaTUHCKMeE, YNCIOM NATHAALATb.
OcTanbHble 6ykBbl NpUAyMan ANONNOH, Urpas Ha kudape.

but then it describes the modern hebrew
alphabet, which indicates the late origin of the
book, but this does not say anything about the
antiquity of the elements of which the book
consists.

Using myths as historical evidence is a
very unorthodox approach, but the structure
found in the alphabets, unexpectedly even
for me, gave many myths a meaning, which
now allows them to be compared, but since
the sample that [ have is extremely scarce
(only three national myths) I am only opening
(who knows for myself alone or for the whole

world) a comparative analysis of the myths
concerning the origin of alphabetic writing.

The discrepancy between this version of
the myth and the version in the epigraph is
explained by the inaccuracy of this version
(another version 1s presented below, which
1s most likely closest to the original), and
note how H is repeated, and apparently the
editor corrected it in the wrong place. In the
process of this research it became apparent,
that the version from the epigraph (as revised
by Robert Graves) 1s considered the most
accurate, because it 1s the most substantive,
reflects the state of affairs in the alphabets
most clearly.

It is noteworthy that Palamedes is
considered the inventor of cubic dice, he is
also considered the inventor of eleven letters
in addition to the already existing seven



CCLXXVII Rerum inventores primi

Parcae Clotho Lachesis Atropos invenerunt literas graecas
septem 4B+ HTIY, alii dicunt Mercurium ex gruum volatu, quae
cum volant literas exprimunt. Palamedes autem Nauplii filius in-
venit aeque literas undecim, Simonides literas aeque quatuor
QHEY, Epicharmus Siculus duas © et X. has autem graecas
[Mercurius in Aegyptum primus detulisse dicitur, ex Aegypto Cad-

mus in Graeciam quas] Euandrus profugus ex Arcadia in Italiamb

transtulit, quas mater eius Carmenta in latinas commutavit num. XV,
Apollo in cithara c[a)eteras adiecit. idem Mercurius et palae-
stram mortales primus docuit. Ceres [fruges serere] boves domare
et alumno suo Triptolemo fruges serere demonstravit. qui cum

sevisset et sus [id est porcus] quod severat effodisset, suem com-10

prehendit et duxit ad aram Cereris et frugibus super caput eius
positis eidem Cereri immolavit. inde primum inventum est super
hostias molam salsam imponere. Velificia primum invenit Isis.
nam dum quaerit Harpocratem filium suum rate velificavit. Mi-

nerva prima navem biproram Danao aedificavit, in qua Aegyptum 15

fratrem profugit

mentioned above

which gives a total of 18, 1.e. 6 for each cube.

-

CCLXXVII falluntur qui interpolatori tribuunt cf. Dosith. p. 67. neque a CCLXXIV
est avulsum, quae Bursiani fuit sententia IIB XCIII p. 783, sed antiquitus capitis
huius exordium erat 22 Parcae |id est| aut Parcae [Clotho Lachesis Atropos] coni. T
nimirnm Parcarum una loquitur altera scribit secundum Servium et myth. Vat.
p. 187, 36 23 H non Parcarum est sed ‘Simonidis inventum, sextam igitur et
septimam ignoramus || [TY coni =, ut alphabeti duae priores et posteriores literae
a Parcis dicantur inventae || gruum volatu] cf. Auson. idyll. XII qui @ literam vocat
gruis effigiem, Martial. XIII 75 Nemesian. aucup. 15 vol. I p. 130 Wernsd. ‘nec qui
te volucres docuit Palamede figuras’ 2 undecim] XVI (vel X¥I) malit Mu temere.
nam VII et XI decem et octo illas literas priscas conficiunt, quas recenset Aristot.
fr. 454 oed. Ros. ap. Plin. h. n, VII 5. 57 3 welp F corr = e Bekk. AG. 781.
7820 || xet  F (imo H et W) quibus librarius corrigebat errorem in literis Simo-
nideis commissum, corr 2 ex Aristot. L ¢: ‘duas ab Epicharmo additas 6X (XZ F*
om. r. BZ Detlefsen) quam a Palamede mavolt’. certum igitur inter literas a Pala-
mede inventas fuisse Z® 4 ex Aegypto] ex Phoenice Plin. 1. ¢ Marius Victor. 1. I
scribendum igitur: has autem Graecas |quas| Mercurius in Aegyptum primus detulisse
dicitur ex Aegypto |Danaus vel ut alii dicunt ez Phoenice| Cad: in Gr )
Euandrus coll. Pythodor. Bekk. AG. II 783, 7. 786, 4 6 XV F XVI corr Mu
cf. Laur. Lyd. de mensib. 3 7 id quod est ceteras adiecit cum neque de literis in-
tellegi possit ab Apolline adinventis neque literarum'numero a M. Flavio scriba
aucto, locum hiulcum esse apparet. Excidit tale quid: |Idem Mercurius primus lyram
tribus (quatuor) fidibus instruxiti 8 [fruges serere] secl. 8ch 10 servisset F corr
Lugd. Sch || [id est porcus] secl 8ch cf. CXXVI 3 15 ef. CLXVIII | hoc caput
excepisse videtur fab. CCLXXIV ‘quis quid invenerit’ ubi lacuns a = indicata hausta
videtur Liberi patris vinique ab eo inventi memoria




But did he really invent them or did he
learn them from the sorcerers who kept their
knowledge in secret (the rune in translation
means secret) 1S an open question, but
since he lived half a century later than the
mythical journey of the argonauts, who set
off on a journey for the fleece (which is
in the east named pyHo [runo]) which was
kept on a sacred tree, just like Yggdrasil
guarded by a serpent, which suggests that
it was not about the golden sand stuck in
a ram’s skin (would it be worth such a trip
then?) But what was written on this skin (I
remind you that parchment is exactly that
sheepskin, and before they learned how to
turn it into parchment, was it used in a cruder
form) and my assumption is that there was
precisely that secret of the runes, which, to
the completion of the greek dark ages (during
which the previous greek, syllabic, writing
system was lost; and which culminated in
the acquisition of the alphabetic writing

system) ceased to be a mystery. Fifthly, the
testimony of Tacitus, which describes the
tradition of divination with the help of certain
signs, which are directly called runes in
translation (which is confirmed by the fact
that it is the runes that are traditionally and
still used for divination) and this evidence

something which is visible only to the eyes of faith.

To divination and the lot they pay as much atten-
tion as any one: the method of drawing lots is
uniform. A bough is cut from a nut-bearing tree and
divided into slips : these are distinguished by certain
runes and spread casually and at random dver white
cloth

Auspicia sortesque ut qui maxime observant: sor-
tium consuetudo simplex. virgam frugiferae arbori
decisam in surculos amputant eosque notis quibus-
dam discretos super candidam vestem temere ac for-
tuito spargunt.



is even in the first century AD, the oldest
border to which modern historians attribute
the origin of the runes (if not for Tacitus, this
border would have been drawn at the level
of the eighth century: for some reason, the
writing systems that existed among various
peoples before the arrival of europeans date
back to the eighth century, including some
narratives about the history of (so to say)
scandinavian runes, but he describes this
divination as the most common, i.e. we are
talking about a certain culture, and the culture
of magic is a significantly more ancient
culture than writing, and therefore how deep
does this culture go into the past? until the
very moment when Odin invented the runes.

(my assumption is that this is a
schematic representation of three
cubes with one clean face on

each)

How long ago was that? This 1s a separate
1ssue requiring its own detailed study)

Auspicia sortesque ut qui maxime observant: sor-
tium consuetudo simplex. virgam frugiferae arbori
decisam in surculos amputant eosque notis quibus-
dam discretos super candidam vestem temere ac for-
tuito spargunt. may well speak of divination
with runic dice, which explains the nature
of @ts (xttir) and why today, when divining,
exactly three runes are laid out of the bag,
and Tacitus also describes them cast in three.
Despite the fact that it is possible to make
cubes with eight sides (however, then it will
not be cubes, but octahedrons) the ubiquity of
the cubic dice speaks precisely of six runes in
cach @t, which may be the source of the 666
meme, as well as the sum of IVXLCD,



which, by the way, i1f V is not vijf, but vier
(as one freak from alternative historians
suggested for his own, chronological reasons)
does not add up to 666, but to 365.
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(the use of a horizontal bar to indicate a
thousand ((two bars to indicate millions)
suggests that M was not part of the numeral
system, but either a late inclusion, appearing
at the time of the loss of knowledge about the
use of horizontal bars, or an abbreviation like
russian TeIC. or english k)

Sixthly, boustrophedon has no explanation
in greek, but on runestones the text is often
located on the body of a snake and (which
malkes it similar to ogham) starts from the
bottom corner, in comparison with which the
lines are “modern”.Seventhly, the fact that
they retained the division into three groups.
Eighthly, there are only three letters in the
first line.

Ninthly, parallels with archaic riddles in
other writing systems: (Y[m] and Y[z, ks]) ~
(M[m] and M|z, s]) and (¥[h] and *[j]) ~ (J[h]
in spanish and J[j] in polish for example) ~ (x
[3] ~ J[3]) ~ (H[h] in Latin and H[i] in greek)



Proto-Germanic | Old English Old Norse

Name *Mannaz Mann Maodr
:"man, human:"

Elder Futhark Futhorc | Younger Futhark
Shape H \I/ T

Unicode Pq \IJ I

u+16D7 | U+16D8 | U+16D9
Transliteration m
Transcription m
IPA [m]
Position in
20 14

rune-row

M, M (Ha3BaHwue: caH, Ap.-rpey. MOV Uan 6aV) — BblleAwas v3
ynoTpebneHus 6ykBa rpeyeckoro andasuTa. MpomcxoamT ot
duHUKnickol bykebl Laanlesl. OT bykBbl «caH» Npon3oLwna Apyras
apxawnyeckas rpeyeckas b6ykBa — ?, ) (camnu). M3-3a Toro, 4To caH umena
doHeTnYeckoe 3HauYeHNe, 6amn3Koe K /s/, oHa bblna NnocTeneHHo
BbITeCHeHa 6yKkBoli cvirma Kk VI BeKy 10 H. 3.[UcmodHuK He ykasaH 2383 Ons]

Tenthly, protective staves, identical
to runic ones, have been known since
ancient times (meaning ~“YeTsipexyacTHbIC
IEHTPaJTbHOCUMMETPHUYHBIE CUMBOJIBI Ha
LIEHTPAJILHOEBPOIIEMCKON KEPAMUKE V ThIC.
10 H.3.”)

Proto-Germanic | Old English Old Norse
s ? ?
Name *Algiz’ Eolhx Yr
"elk"(?) | "yew"

Elder Futhark Futhorc Younger Futhark

I (R Y

Unicode Y A 1 I

U+16C9 U+16E6‘U+16E74U+16E8
Transliteration Y4 X R
Transcription Z X R
L 2]  [ks] (4. [y]
Position in 15 16

rune-row

eleventhly, in the runal row presented
on the stone presented here, the double
nature of the labials is more clearly visible:
BP, PP, FY, and 44 (which can be also found
in other alphabets: BD FI" MA IIT, but here
we had to consult both greek and latin (VX
contradicts it, but they’re digits, post-T, just as
today digits are often placed after letters))
twelfthly, runes preserved connection with
calendar (which ogham also did, ogham is



even more immemorial culture: the calendar
in ogham is tied to botany, which in medieval
times was being eradicated as a form of
sourcery)

And a couple of counter-arguments:

The eastern order of ACDB is more consistent
in that it goes from the inside out, just like
speech.

Ogham or paleo-hispanic? Runes are between
those two as a happy medium. And certainly
a more convenient system replaces a less
convenient one, and therefore even if the runes
do not descend directly from paleo-hispanic,
paleo-hispanic is structurally older than runes.
And ogham, was it a further abstraction, or
was it an independently existing code that
influenced the creation of the runes. The
question is open.

(st/ts/sw)z
(gw)ng

g
m

(kw)q
(k)c
t

d

()h
n

s
(W)t
1

b

iodhadh (yew)
eadhadh (poplar/aspen)
ur (heather)

onn (gorse)

ailm (white fir/spruce)
ruis (elder)
straif(blackthorn)
ngeadal (reed)

gort (1vy)

muin (vine)

ceirt (apple)

coll (hazel)

tinne (holly)

dair (oak)

uath (hawthorn)

nion (ash)

sail (willow)

fern (alder)

luis (rowan)
beith(birch)

(/ separates versions of different sources)



Paleo-hispanic writing systems,
graphically similar to runes

but being a more primitive syllabic
system. This is one of the newest branches of
grammatology

and
although today they are considered to be
borrowed from greek through greco-iberian,
hardly anyone would replace a convenient
alphabetic system with a more cumbersome
syllabic. The reverse process seems more
natural, that syllabic systems were supplanted
by alphabetic ones.

But here greco-iberian says that H is
the greek E, introduced before E. In this
light, in Hyginus at the beginning we
have ABOHTIY

G/K| B [(D/T
AP | A | | X |S|$ M|
ElL| < | R| @ [SIMIN|V
LML | T Y | RIAIM|Y
O/H| X | X| Wl [R|¢
uirl o | O] A |LIA
AIAIG [T |SI|MM|{NIN
EH[K |K|S|$
1 || [T |T IR I/
0O D |A|R|I7
ulvise |B|L |A

But two S, and not one M? two Rs and no
Ps? in the light of the above, one of the S is
most likely a mistransliterated M, one of the R
is P



Another example of an alphabet in which
there is a line of three characters is the — L]
oldest (literally, the oldest one found so far) fa b9
abecedary, ugaritic abecedary:




and this raises the question of whether the
ethiopian script really comes from south
arabian or 1s 1t an imperialist fabrication
(then why not question the rest of the well-
established “facts”? For example, 1s japanese
writing really derived from chinese, and not
vice versa? (but this is unlikely, since each
character in chinese stands for one syllable.
Very archaic, very organic. But katakana:
wasn’t it the writing of the ainu before the
chinese came? But eskimo syllabaries seem to
be of prechristian origin, seriously))

I.e. paleo-hispanic script is more ancient
than the ancient ugaritic alphabet? Structurally
more ancient, this does not mean that the
surviving records on it are more ancient
than ugaritic ones. The chinese still use
logograms, but being purely semantic (cven
though some of their elements have a purely

A1 8% @™ H—a0yru aaxe Bbl 30
N*8Y%EHH—0>ryauxa Be 36 KO
754 PHM h—ray xusa 3¢ Kbl X0
£ U HH M — 1 Xy BU 32 KE XBI TO
U@ H H ds M £Fe — X5 By 3 %kKa Xe Thl 40O
@ H H A M 68 ©° — B3 3y KK Xa Te YbI 1O
H Tt . M cbe £ N — 35 xy xu Ta ye iibl KO
H e M, 65 & N T — x5 Xy T va iie Kbl X0
A M- eh, P N A Ao — X3 Ty um ifa Ke XbI JI0
M ebe & N T A 9° — 15 uy iin Ka xe JIBI MO
e &N, N A 9° € — up ify k1 Xa TIe MBI HO
P AT Y P — iy Ky Xu g Ve HBl HE
N TrA 9 %% A — k> Xy mm Ma He HBI O
N AT 8% N A — Xm0 M1 HA He CHI 1O
A1 & AN P — > My HE HA e MBI HO
@R T A MO E — Mo Hy HE ca e BbI (o
7% A A % & & — HY HIO CH A B2 (b 10
TN YL & ®—He cy mm ba (e Ibl KO
A %4 & & C— cdmy su (a 1e Kbl po
N0 &8&%LCY—md by huna Ke pel co
048R % é&MF—>5dyuuKape cbl TO

4 & ® ¢ Y T F — oy Ku pa ce THI 40
AR YT T — 1Ky pH ca Te Ubl X0
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bring the source. I took the liberty of painting it to show that the order is similar to ours.
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phonetic function) they are not yet syllabaries,
1.e. are the oldest form of writing texts in

use today. And although many elements of
chinese writing remind european ones, it

is not yet possible to speak about a direct
influence in one or another direction (there
are references in the literature to the existence
of phonetic signs of egyptian writing system
before the formation of logographic writing,
which echoes the theme of 732 symbols

found in caves all over Europe”) is not
possible, for this we need the help of artificial
intelligence, capable of keeping in mind all
this incomprehensible lot of information and,
abstracting from what people have written
about it, to find common elements and model
possible scenarios of the development of
writings, which I am only guessing here based
upon also the unprecedented accessibility of
information.

If someone has heard a lot about
phoenician and asks why this cherry-picking,
why don’t I rush into phoenician? This is
phoenician, and, as you can see, it structurally
repeats the Hebrew alphabet completely:

ﬁ EBANON)

Pay attention to the ayn standing where
1s in the others stand o, and unlike modern
hebrew, where it 1s similar to the russian V,
here it is similar to O, which may indicate that
O and U are historically variants of the same
letter (since in hebrew there are only four
lines, and P and F are transliterated by one



Aa a

: B6 b
letter, S and Sh are transliterated by one letter,

Bs v
even tsadi (¥, I, ) which in russian is in the & 5 B} |_|_l } [] | JFIF 3
vt

line of the letter V, in hebrew (and phoenician) Ee e

1s located between the letters that transliterate E % §<e jo
K

as P and Q E:II@ @ 33 7 ’

. . . . Nn 1
But the most interesting information does it |

N\
not have to be ancient. This observation right % \ M K m M [H] JIEK i(
J

here 1s found recently in: My m
Hu n

https://roouh.livejournal.com/133411.html and in @ n P c T Oo o
the ancient literature, no mention of such a M p
phenomenon has yet been found (which, of P

course, does not mean that it is not there) y ¢ x u q m m

Cc s
Bl 7§
Vy u
O f
.. . . . Xx h
A, B, B,T, I, E E ¥, 3,01, 0K ,M,H,O0,T,P,CT,Y,®X, L, 4,1, L, b,bl, b, 3, 10, A Comblnlng this observation with L ts
_ Voiced the system that I’ve discovered da g
. . . M [
— sonor and about which this booklet 1s, I [
— Voiceless

unpalatalizer 'bb
unpalatalized i blsr
palatalizer bp
unpalatalized e D3
O ju
4 ja



Classical greek canon ABI'A

V as the fricative pair of B stands in
hebrew instead of F. Then J is read as voised h.
All three are the fricative pairs of the previous
plosive line

Sonors. N can take this place because of 1.
I moved M to labials and got Immanuil (the
name of Jesus Christ given to him at birth)

The voiceless pairs of voiced lines. K 1s
like Q and R at the same time

YOXTIUHIILL dictates this line, and
the fricative pairs of the plosives from the
previous line.



Because the germans pronounce V as F,
and because I didn’t have to move the letters
much, I assume this table is a variant of the
original form of the alphabet, especially
since it proved to be suitable for transmitting
information: on the next page there is an
example of such spelling, I stumbled only on
borrowed word brochure, trying to substitute
ch with h, but now I see that YOXI{UIIIII
compares ch with the letter S (as it is in

Hebrew 1" and 7% are yet one letter) the child

would say blosul and we would understand
the child. And letters becomes lettels, maybe
because they let tell.

And only in the process of editing have
I realized that such periodization makes the
alphabet related to syllabaries and, perhaps,

testifies to its origin from them (my guess is it

was from some kind of celtic, druidic writing
system)

Unplesedented availabiliti of infolmation
makes available even the most sakled
elements of human knouledge, suh as bild
language, language of gods, language
konsisting onli of vouels, fills the bogomilik
himn AEIOU uith meaning and kontlaposes
it to (uho knous, maibe even mole ansient,
koming flom that acon, uhen B uas the filst
lettel, as it is in Tolah, Kolan, Ogham and in
this modest blosule, huh) judaik EIOUA ol
IEOUA, flom uhikh it is one step to IEAOU,
the alkhaik dessending pentatonik.

= Jouw (Ioud, [jud]): Pistis Sophia cited by Charles William King,
which also gives Iaw (I1ad, [ja2] but more frequently (14! (2nd
century)

= Jeou (Teou, [jeu]): Pistis Sophia™'#! (2nd century)

= J[EHQOYA (I-E-E-O-0-Y-A, [ieedoya]), the seven vowels of the
Greek alphabet arranged in this order. Charles William King
attributes to a work that he calls On Interpretations/12! the
statement that this was the Egyptian name of the supreme
God. He comments: “This is in fact a very correct
representation, if we give each vowel its true Greek sound, of
the Hebrew pronunciation of the word Jehovah."™19 (2nd
century)

» Jevw (Ievd): Eusebius, who says that Sanchuniathon received
the records of the Jews from Hierombalus, priest of the god
Ieuo." 7 (¢, 315)

» Jewa (Ieda): Hellenistic magical text™& (2nd-3rd centuries), M.
Kyriakakes? (2000)
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