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Sınal 527 Ne&' Proto-Canaanıte Inscription?
Ben7jamın ass Jerusalem

During Jerusalem ‚Oqu1uUum Bible rOoug!
attentıiıon 3ar KNAUF's suggestion Sinal inscription 527 LS Proto-

Canaanıte, reading I'’nt few later received Ugarit-Forschungen
where DLIJKSIRA advances similar theory original
inscrıption several Vears 72—1 9’79 D photograph, T Was

August CcONsider! for while pOossibili OT reading
TeEXTtT. alphabetic, but rejec 1, SUugygeS-

ons by KNAUF and DIJKSTRA had been made, I accept wi  s Prof. GÖRG's
ınvıtatıon LE} arguments CONTFrAarV. ess
there L1S objection principle reading inscription
Sınaıtıc Proto-Canaanite; shapes OT Simply do NOtT FPir
those Of alphabetic letters Of gıven period.

Sınal inscription 5277 L1S carved plece Of roCcCk 1ying front Ot
el-”"Air  C 1NSCY1.bed surface faces nearly and 1es

lLocation V1isS1iıtors avo1ıd PP. K This aCCOuUNTS
for 18 state, different £rom Cr1Sp appeCAaALaANCE of el-
Air inscriptions. 1ve S1X S1gns I} preserved evidently on1l1y

Of original which have whole frame, ıun Lless

inscription 1S ınmfiniıshed. frame, wiıth COrNıced COD, IeeAsuIes 25
and S1gNns SCOMe 6 cm l1ong several times arger LV  a
oto-Sınaliıtıc S,

ame: NUu.: re! CcC1ıan Or 11th-10+th

centuries, ım less Of CI>bet NuNn 4Ö itself prob Lem-

B KNAUF', Eine altkanaanäische Inschrift aus Rod el—cAir: Sinali Dafı
GM 70 (1984), 33-36
M. DIJKSTRA, es ‚Oome Proto-Sinalitic Inscriptions Including
Unrecognized Inscription Wadi Rod el-CAir, 15 (1983), 33-38, CSD- 37



atiıcal, parallel. I7bet Ostracon 15 usually dat-«  ®
12 CENTULCYV yug]! IFEn CENTUrYV date 1S NOT. impossible contrast

these relatively 1a  f suggested parallels pres: “a Gan; with straight
e , has 16S onl1y parallels Siınal inscriptions 345; 353 and perhaps 357

other Proto-Sınaıiıtıic Cayins consist OT Curved 1Nes whıle the Proto-

OMNCS y with i thout Yapil ” cıircular nearly ALı EOIC;
ident.ıficatıon Egyptian SSEISs reasonable and 15 certainly ess

problematic. Sign OT appCaL S Egypt1ıan el PTroto-

Canaanıte 15 OT palaeographica. chronological value either.

disregards 1Irs and last S1gNs the r19g] CO Lumm while
DIJKSI'RA inte:  S  S WOYTdC V1 and 191a  E StOop S1C while
AS: Sıgn could have Out f Meanıngs 1Aast S1gn, 1 indeed

sign, could Egypt1ıian plura. sStrokes mıneral determinative

One hardılvy ın  re roto-Sinalitıic roto-Canaanıte (and j
plete) Tragmen: with 'aCces OT 1Ve G1X Si1igns Gr which

inciden  1y resemble 11th-10th CEeNturVvV CcC1ıan Jetters, another ONe

100ks 1ikte Ları varıant OT Proto-Sinaitic ayın er Egyptian
Cr vet another has indeterminate shape Ot CIOSS and  one
remaınıng Lend ves Varıous interpretations.

contribution StOrY OT turquo1se MALNING Sınal and Phoeni1-
cıan foreign relatıions such SUugges SCOVELYV Or Phoenician PLCS-
ENCEe Serabit el-— the 11th 10th CENTUrLY annot 'OurX
thıs meaningless ragmen‘ Of el-“Air, where virtually nothing POST-
dates Kingdom. CERNY' s assertıon the 15 ıunintelligible
15 SI AL prefered

M. A  7 stracon Of the Perıiıod OT the Judges YOM ÜI7bet $art_:ah ’
Ta l AV1L1V (19%7./) ; 12-13
Discussed LN doctoral thesis, being assessed at the ıme Öof Wr1ıtıng.
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Sinaıi 527 (photo B.

Sinal n D (from B NER, MR EET J. CERNY ,
The Inscriptions Sinai 5 London, 1952; Rı

A


