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“The worship of holy stones,” 7 have written clsewhere,
“is one of the oldest forms of weligion of which we have
evidence, and one of 7(71@ most universal, T Ho,s fwgwnj@
pcvsis’fcol in wenerable culls in jthc midst of 711971 sj(cgcs
of civilization and in %he presence of clevated wh;gious
concep’({ons, whﬂe its survivals in pomﬂw supwsja"c{ons
ho.w pvow& ncoﬂ\y ineradicable,”

Tha ho@ stone was sometimes a natural rock, of strik—
ing form o pos{%ion, in situ; somctimes a pwhis’(owc
megalith; more freguently a rude block set up for the
purPose, T was most common@ of oblong shcqoe, froujh@
civeular or wcj(cmjulcw in section, vounded or po{fnjcccl at

jfhc jCo7o, Thc %apc«riﬂnj frcc’(a@dw block was oﬂcn fash—

ioned 1o an obelisk or a «Eymmicl; ’che round one, 1o a come
(me%a) or omqoholos, In some 1o1aces ’ﬂle s’(eps of ’Chc fur—
ther cleveloepcmefn% 1o w&e@ iconic forms, and ﬁnol@ to the
statuc as a work of art, can be traced. On the o’(hw hand,
’(ha 710@ stone may grow into an altar on which offerinos
are made,

OFf the ovigin of this wi&e—swm& phcfnomcfnon we may
say, as Jacitus does of 9(71@ sacred stone of ﬁphw&i’(e at

Baphos (Fisl. 2, 3), “ralo in obscuro”; bul he oldest
comejo’({on to which we hawve historical ’Ces%imoqy, and the

most 3”‘”"1 in modern times, is ’Cha% 9(71@ stone is %he seat

(%(SOg) of a numen; it is jfhe pfrimi%iw cguivc&cn% at once

of ’(emjole, idol, and altar,
1gﬂchOPaacZ1'a Biblica, 3 2229 of. 3352 .

1



@ distinet class of 71013 stones are gfhe so—called Bod-
twhol, or Bautiher The carliest mention of these is in
gfhc @hacnicim f{s’(m@ of Z?hﬂo of @3%105 (&ic& under
ja&vicm), épwfcsse&@ based upon %71@ native work of San—
choniathon. In fro. 2, 10 (F 5 G 3, 568, &), we
wa&, emevonoe Yeoc Oupavog Bartuia, Aldouc eudiyouc

/

unyovnoduevos (“Uranos invented bactylia, contriving an—
imated s’(ones”); in the theogony (ibid, fro 2, 4, T 7. T
3, 567, @)J Uranos and T¢ have four sons, — "Hhov 1oV
xol Kpovov, xal Baftuiov, xol Aaywv oc ot Litov,
wol "AThavTol

The bactylia, then, were Aol Euduyor  The modern
reader is mot un’b'ﬁcly 1o {fnjcwepw% the words, in the light
of animistic ’(hem:y, “stones wml souls,” an X Ppression j(ha%
m@h’( amoly to anyy 710@ stone {fnha%i’cccl ?Zy a numen, But
Fhilo — though, for his time, up in the latest theories
of ’ﬂle origin of religion — had not had %He advantage of
wa&if@ @104@. and doubtless used Euduyoc in 9(71@ semse in
which Plato, ¢ o, defines i in Yhe Fhacdrus (45 E)
oy yop oty ¢ pev ECnldev to xvelotar dduyov e
oc €voolev auto €& autol Euduyov e k¢ TadTng obong
oooewe huydic, whidh Cicevo (Tuse. 1, 23, 54) translates:

:See also @rist, De anima, 1, 2 (403, b 25); %5, 9 4 (255, a ;),
self—motion is Lotixov.. xal v ephiywv Blov. The definition is

said 1o 90 back 1o ?Tholes, who atributed Iife 1o ’(110 lodestone because

it moves iron; see (drist, De anima, 1, 2 (405, a 19) ; Ol D ﬂac{%,
79711'205, 4y 2, 1 Diogen. Laerl 1, § 24



“Inanimum est enim omne guo& pulsu agitatur externo;
Quod autem animatum est, id motu cictur interiore ¢t suo;

, "

nam haec est propria natura animi ¢t wis,

The distinctive peculiarity of Mdou Euduyor, therefore,
is ’(ha’c ’Chgy are endowed wi’(h %71@ power of sdf—mo’a’on,
So j(he words were cowac%@ {n%wfpw%c& 139 josefph gcalfgw:
“,,,ZBM@%S illos fuissc eudUyoug ot spon%c moweri solitos
dicun?,’s

The appearance and behavior of such an “animated stone”
is described at length in the Oﬂrphic Lithicas &pouo gave
fdenus a spmﬁinj stone, an UNCYring lodestone,s which
o%hws call “animated (%pal)uxov) mountain—stone,” T was
round, roughish, firm, dark coloved, dense; its whole sur—
face was covered, in cvery divection, wml w«rinﬁ@ veins,
Jo oblain a Tesponse, 9(71@ possessor, aﬁw a pem'ocl of purifi—
cation, bathed the Anowing stone, swaddled it like a babe,
and, ?ﬁy sacrifices and incantations, jojf it 1o %vea%ha; ’fhm,
aﬂw he hacl dandled i1 a 10719 time, it suc?clm@ started
up jchc 2% of a mew—born infant — woe %o him if, in
alarm, he let it fan.’ Jo any gues%ion now pu’( to i1, it
returned an infallible response; %hen, if closely wa’(checl, it
would be scen cm{mculous@ Yo cease %wa%h{nﬁ (ﬁsomoiwqm
&TEOL[)OXOVW),

Animady, Susch, ad ann, 2150.

&d, @bel, v, 360 £
:On %71@ marwels Ojc j(he mcﬁgnajf, see Plin, Wj 36, 126.




Damascius,® in his life of Isidorus, gives us similar de—
sc«m’qo’(ions of jfhe %ae’@h’a, wh{ch were pcw%icu’lcwly common
n %hc region of %he Lebanon, (& cortain Euschius, who
was the possessor — or, vather, minister (ﬁepam\’)wv) —
of a %ae’@L told ’(he s’(oty ’Cha’( one 711;9717( 71@ haci a sudden
ifmfpdse to wander, from 9(71@ ci@ of Emesa, to a mountain

a long way of, on which was an ancient temyple of Gallas,

WHﬂe he was ws%ifnj ’himseif %hew, he saw a ball of fire
rushing down from on higk; when it waéheal 7(71@ eo;rjfh
there amoco.wcl beside it a lion, which p«csen%@ vanished,
WHM Buscbius wp«pwaéhecz the sqoo%, he found the stone
cooled off, and, recognizing that it was a bactyl, took it
home wijfh him. Damascius describes i1 as an exact sephcw
about nine ifnéhes in diameter, of a dull whi’ce color, %7101971
it varied in size, and sometimes turned pumolish, There
were letters on the stone, coloved with vermilion, through
which responses were given 1o inguirers, The stone also
emitted a ’Chin, piping wvoice, which Euschius in’(ewpw’(ccl

Buscbius's %ae’@l belonged 1o a god, Gennaios, who was
wo«shﬁojoecl a%_ﬁclioqooiis in ’(ha fown of a lion; o%hers were
dedicated 1o o’(ha« deitics, such as Rromos, Lous, ofrjeh'os.

Damascius %houﬁh% ’fhe %ae@l was somc%hinj divine, bul
Jsidorus held that it was a daemon that moved it — one
of %71@ kind ’ﬂla’( is mi’(ﬁw very bad nor very 300&,

Breserved in Photius, Bibliotheca Codicum, cod. 242, p. 548 BekRer
= Migne, Batrol, §meca, 103, 1202 .




In another 1o1ace7 Damascius says that, in the w’aini’@
of ’Che S\yw’cm _75@11'070011'5, @sclejoicules went up on A,
Lebanon and saw many of the so—alled bactylia, “about
which ha Tells many marvels,”  Damascius himscﬂf haci
seen a %ae@& MoVing ’(hﬂroujh ’Che air, and again hicUen
from s{gh’t in its 3a¢mcn%s or carvied in ’(hc hcm&s of its
minister,

From Damascius is devived %he wisdom we find in 9(71@
g@molqghum JMaonum, and in Lonaras, Baituhoc, Midoc
yevouevog xata tov Aldavov 10 6poc thic "HAtoundhenc,

% @pfis%ian writer of uncerlain date, joseph, %he au%hov
of j(he jﬂpomnes‘?{con,g n a chapjcw on warious forms
of pagan divination, writes: ypnothiplor StofBoémra mop’
QUTOIC €0TL TA €V TolC vaolc PoutOAla O Albwy v Tolc
oTolyelolc TPocEUCTEVTWY.

Sotacus of 5@@5’@5 (@b’fn, A F. 32, 155) classed the
%ae’gﬂia wml %he cerauniac_gemmac, of wh{ch ’(hm’e are two
kinds, black and rdd, wsefmmifnﬁ axes; %hc black, round
ones are sacred; @ means of ’(hcm cities and flects ave
co,p’cwe& — ’(hese are called %ae@% — while the long omes
are “ceraunian’ in the narrower semse.

The word Boitulog; occurs in on@ one ojfhw connection,

-Bhotius, op. et z12 Bekker = 1225 Migme,
Fivst printed in ’Jra%wcws, Codex Z%ewkp foraphus U T 2, 326 £,

then by Jancmcl Bibl, Vel Gatr. w, 5 £, Migne, Batrol. Gracca,
106, 16 F.
-j(ﬂ( footnote (¢ oloss) in Fabricius adds, Boutihia Aidor Euduyol év

OEPL HLVOUUEVOL,



In the lexica it is cxplained as the mame of the stone
which was given to Rronos o swallow in fp1ace of ’(he
infant Zeus, Thus the Elymol. Maon,, s, v: Bolturoc
ot exAfjun xal o Aldoc ov avtl Awog 6 Kpdvoc xatémiey
o cionton 0¢ Ot 1 Péa Palty alyoc omopyavoouow T6
Kpovey 0¢owxe o Poltn oc onuaiver tHv oupdépay,

This statement is fowncl in substance in several o’(hm’
lexicographers and grammarians: Herodian, Ilepl xordo-
Mxfic mpoowdiac, 6 (ed Lendz, 1, 163); Besyehius (ed I,
Schcm{cl’c, 1, 555); Thqunos’(us, Kovovee, 61, 21 (C’mme«,
Aneedola Oxon.  2); AéZeic "Prropiod (Bekker, @nce—
dota Oracca, 1, 22+); g@maz, _@uﬂz’anu«m, ok, here ‘bc1on35,
also, the ﬂpq’owﬂ: from Hrsenius's collection (icujtsch, Gor—
pus Baroem. 2, 4,.58): xol Podtuhov v xoTETIEC @ ETL THY
ayay APV, Padtulog 0€ 0Ty 0 €oTaEYavVKOUEVOC AYog
o) fﬁpévog xatémey avl Tot Aude, @ comparison of ’(hcsc
passages plaifn@ shows %ha% %71@ are all u%’ma%e@ devived
from one source.

The mayth of Kromos devouring his offspring and the
fmu& @ which Lous was saved from %711'5 fa%e” is Crelan;
’chc 303 of whom it 1s told s wiclm’@ related 1o ’(hc
Ghoenician Kronos (E’l), of whom Fhilo of @3“05 relates

shesiod, Theoo, 468 ff. Represented on an altar welief in Rome
(Overbeck, Funstmotholooic, 2, 326 ; Baumeister, Denkmdler, 2, z08)
and on a red—foured vase of Sicilian origin (7 De Wite, Gazctle
Archéologigue, 1, 30 f and pl. a). (Hecording To Faus, g, 2, z, the

scene was wqowsm’(e(l n a j(emvﬂe offcm at Plataca.




’Chaj( He killed a son and ciaujh’fcfr wi’th 711'5 own Hcmcls Uﬁoy
2, 18; ?j U 3 568), and on more than one occasion
sacrificed his own childven (/bid. fro. 2, 245 4 f)

The Semitic word“ Baituloc tself, of which the Grecks
give fcw—fe’(checl c’@m&qgies , connects %71@ Crelan m\y’(h wi’ﬂl
’(hc @hoeniaims, The pwsumpj(ion, %hewfow, s jfha% 9(71@
stone which was shown in Crele as jthe Keus stone was
wany suéh a %ae’@1 as jfhose in %71@ Lebanon described
?Zy Damascius, Divect evidence of %711'5 is Iacﬁinj; but two
passages may at least be cited in this connection: @o«p@@,
in his life of Pythagoras (§ 1z), narrates how Fuythagoras
in Grete wisited 7(71@ m\ys’tae of JMorgos, one of %he Jdacan
Dactyls,® and by them was purifed “with the ceraunian
stone,” aﬁw which He went down into %71@ dacan cawe,
cle. The other passage is a note of Jzelzes on Lycophrom,
1 4o0: Aloxov 8¢ tov Ala Myer B tov Mdov oV
avtl Atog umo Péac omopyavwievta xol uto Kedvou
xotomoevta, ¢¢ @nolv Holodog ev 1) Ocoyovia x T
A

We read in hesiod (3726(29, 49;—500) that, when Kromos
had disgorged the stone, Keus set it up at Delphi, o be a

s{gn mnm aﬁw Yimes and a marvel Yo mortals,s Fausanias

(20, 24, 5) was shown there a stone, of moderate size, on

sSee below, p. 203
2The Idacan cave as 101ace of Zous's birth, in later poe’fs, cle; see

Callim, Tn Jov. 4 f; @wnw—%%w%, 1, 133

(4, %C@w L188;) and @eqopm{fnw (28 95) reject v, 492500, as well
as 501—506, which are more jmwmlly regarded as an in%wpoh’cion,



which oil was oiai@ fpouwcl, while on cvery feast cio;y white
wool was 7o1o,cec1 upon it 1 was wqou%eél 1o be %71@ stone

’(ho?( was 31’4!0% to Rronos instead of his Son,

Thew is no reason %o belicve jﬂla% 7(71@ stone at @dﬁli haci
ac%ucd@ been jffmns?ooqf’(ecl %hi’(heer ffrom @rc’re, as 7(11@ stone
of ’fhc Nater Deum of Bessinus or %ha’( of glciga?aolus

of Emesa was brought To Rome. The probability is vastly
3¢ea%ev %Ha% %he fowigfn my%h was sim?@ a’(%aéhecz 10 an old
Zeus stone at @elph{ # gust as 7(710 scene of 9(71@ &ccap’m'on of
&ronos was localized at Chacronca (Baus. g, 41, 5), In later
times ’CH@ Jerminus on ’(710 @aqoi’(& at %me was identified
wi’(h ’fha stone which Saturn Hacl swallowed (Zﬁac%wn’(, 1, 20,
5;), @eﬂpps %he local custom of covering %hc ho@ stone
at @dﬁp’ wml wool su\g\ges’w& %71@ MYoc eomopyavmuévoc
of the myth

“however that may be, there is neither in the tradition
nor in the facts as wyoqf%e& 1o us any warrant for ajofp@—
ing the mame Paituhoc to the @eljohim stone, as modern
writers oﬁen do.

The word Badtuhog is of Semitic origin — more s«pem’f—
ically, as the vowels show, Phoenician, Bait—yl, corre—
sepomlinj to hebrew beth—dl, may be translated ad verbum,
“house of jo&’} but, as often, the sceming exactness of the
literal yen&eq’inj is m{slmcli@, gl (%oen. :yZ) is a muéh

vaguer word than our “god” — i is mevely Soupdviov; we

1+5choemann, De incunabulis Jovis, z f = Opusc, Head, 2, 254,
who, however, ewomously jﬂp’nﬁs %ha’( %71@ mg%h started ot @dﬁlﬂ
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may appfroeeiemajce@ render it “supezma%uml poww”; and
bait in such comjoowmis is a ?Iace whew, or a jfhinj in
which, some’ﬂp’nﬂ 1s, @az’%—jz %hewfow 1s, more ‘PYO‘PGY@}
‘a thing in which is a supernatural power, a dacmonic
ufc,” T admits cguc&@ %71@ opinion of Damascius, who
thought derdtepoy ivor To ypfipa Tob Portihou, and that
of Isidore, civar.. Tiva Sodpova TOV xvolvta adTdv.S

A synonym of anfyzfus is abaddiy, Priscian (;, 32, od.
Fertz, 1, z13) writes: “haddir Poizuroc.. lapis guem pro
Jove devoravit Saturnus,”
guuyoc appears fyom 7\@%71(29% Vatican, (Scw'p%ows
Rerum Maothicarum Lal, od. Bode, p. z): Rhea “misit

Saturno gemmam in similitudinem pucri celsam, guam

371@% j(his also was a Moc

abidir vocanl, cuius natura semper movelur,”

@uﬁusj{im (f P 12, 2, ad ﬂ/ﬂax{m,), wﬁyinj 1o jche pa—
gans, says: ‘miror, guod mominibus absurditate commoto
in mentem non wenerit hcfbew vos ¢t in sacerdotibus Eu—
caddives ¢t in numinibus @haddires.” ‘n insm’ip’a'on ffrom
Naurclania (5 7o7zefm, E. p{gfmp?l, 7 no, 529) veads: “abaddiri
o salncto o cullolres o funioves suis sucmjo’( | aram constitu |
fp*ro.,,” The word occurs fwwen’(@ in Latin 3lossqg¢aphcrs,
— who need not be guo%ecl hew, — as eguiwicfnjc 1o %ae’gylus,
with or without the story of Saturn and Rhea.

Tha word abaddir, like ?rae?ylus, is of Semitic origin;
@mjus’({m’s wfewme is 1o s use @ %he Bunic popu’la%ion
of 7\/57%71 @fﬂr{ca; ffrom Maurctania comes ’(he {nswip’cion

See above, p. 200,




of the cullores guniores. The natural in’(cmow%a%ion of
the name is “mighty or moble father’; the epithet addsr is
Wpca%ecl@ ap*plie& n jchc Old Testament 1o _@ocl, and occurs
in other Fhoenician compound names; cf. Baliddir in a
Mimidian inscrﬁo’(ion (fﬂzem, gp{gmﬁz, 7, Mo, ;gz),

‘U]oon ’fh@ gucsjcion wha’( 9(71@ %ae@h’a wc&@ weve, J do
not Propose to enter here, They were belicved 1o be fallen
from heaven, %ha’( is, to be small aevolites, and in some
instances 7(71@ may have been suck; but, in %He 1{9717( of
kindred beliefs in many ‘Paﬁ’%s of %71@ world, i1 is pw%a—
ble ’fha% %71@ were \9@%@4’@1@ pvéhis%oﬁc stone impiemen’tsj
especially axes and “mace heads,™

T appears, from the examination of all the evidence,
that the name Poituior was amo‘ro?o‘ria%ecl to certain small
stones of pccuh’wr chamc’(w, to which various dacmonic — or,
as we might say, magical — propw’ﬁ'es were ascyi bed; ’(71@
moved aboul, Talked, or o’ﬂlevwise answeved gucs%ions, and

affowlccl a powwﬁﬂ ‘PTO%GC%’[O% to %hciy POssessors, ﬂew

Cf. Blin, A5, 32, 135, “similis cas essc sccuribus.” They were not
belemnites, of whif}t @11’@ sqoeo,ﬁs, as a ’thiwl class, in ’(hc foﬂowinj
sentence, On stone axes regarded as thunderbolts, sce Lenormant, Revue
de 'pist des Religions, 3, 48, Daremberg ot Saglio, s, v Bétyles,
wml references; fuﬁhen 7 Evans, Ancient Stone Monuments, 62 £
A, 7 Evans, Tourn, jenen, Studics, 21, 118, _@wcfi fpcascm’fs still
call stone axes dotponerénia (@umon’(, Rev, ﬁmﬁe’oz, NS, 15, 558),
The same belief aboul white jade axes in China (Reane, JMan Fast
and Fresent, 219); among ’(110 Shcms (1’211'3, 1;2); in Nbexico (@Ka’(zel,
Fistory of Mankind, 2, 152), cle.
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is mo cvidence ’Chaj( 7(71@ name was a@whm apph’ccl to j(hc
oyélina@ ho@ stones, — cones, pincws, omfpho&oi, or ’(he
likes

7\4@@ modern writers, on the con%mﬂ@, cmﬁ@ the
term of the latter specifically,  Thus, £ Schmitz, in
Smith's Dictionary of Biooraphy and athology, s, v,
wriles: “‘@ae@%s (ﬁodwkog) is in woiij@ jthe name of a
fpeculicw kind of conical—shape& stones, whiéh were erected
as gym?aols of gods, in remarkable places, and were, from
time to time, anointed with oil, wine, or blood”  (dnd
— not to name any o’(hws — Sir ﬁv%hu« Evans, in his
instructive ‘mﬂcmaem Tree and Fillar Cull,'# cons’(an’@
uses The word bactylos in the sense of “stone pillar,” “the
aniconic image of %71@ &{vini@” (p, 115),' 71@ wpph’es %71@
name “"%aci@h’c altars” %o a ’@qoe of altar or table sumooa”cecl
@ four legs over a central, 511'911%@ j(oxpcq*ifnﬁ stone, and
thinks that in one of j(Hcse the stone may, «pwhwps, rep—
resend ’(he actual Cretan %ae@?os of Zous ( ¢ 5); he even
speaks of sepulchral stelac as “bactylic habitations of do—
fpcw’tecl sqoizri’(s” — 50 comjole’(e@ has the word become for
him a name for any cippus conceived To be ’(he seat of a

numen or sPifri%,lg

The origin of this deflection of the word to a wuse so

=8ee ?c&comwj(, AMem, (dcad, Tnscr. 6, 523 (1;22), whew ’fhe whcﬂe
matler s cmwecj(@ stated,

s Tourn, hellen, Studies (1001), 21, 09 ff, and separately.

193710 pwsen’(a’(ion of %'hc su?gjec% is not fwe from MINOY Crrovs of

fact, as when (p. u3) the author says that the mame Baitudog was
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con%w@ to j(Ho,% whiéh i1 Has in j(hc anciend au%hoers 1s
an in’(ews%i@ and instructive chajo’cefr in ’(he His’(oty of

1@&1’%1’%& In %he siee’(cm’(h and scwn%ccn’(h centurics %he
%hwf? y«evaﬂe& ’(haj( hmjfhcn rites and customs were, in
3«@@% pav%, perversions of %he purer pvicmi’a'w re11;9ion
whose record we ho,w n 7(716 ANd Testament? Tha anoin’(inj

of ho@ stones (Aot Nmépoi) was thus a perversion to
1'301@’(@ of a pa’wim’chc& pwccclefn’(,“ In his ﬂijh% to Sgw'a,
jaco?a passecl a n{_‘;h% at a ﬂace called Luz, javinj taken
one of the stones of the sepo% as a 1o1'now, he sleqoj(, and in
711'5 dream saw a ladder waéhin\g from %he ecw%h to hacwen
and ’(ha MESSENYCTS of _@ocl ascemlinj and clescen&inj upon
i1, The vision showecl hi(m %ha’( ’fhe ‘PIacc was an abode
of divine beinos, jfhe entrance of heaven. In ’(he MOrNing
he took 9(71@ stone %ha’( was under his hcacl, set it up as a
rpincw (magge?a‘]z), 1oouwél oil upon i1, and vowed ’fho.jc, if
71@ returned in safe@, %711'5 stone shoum become a %ermﬂe
(D‘.‘I‘?N n*:); ’(his was ’(he way %ha’t ’(he ylace came %o be
called Bethel (5&1‘1’:).22

The name Zvé‘ﬁz—e‘l na’(umﬂy sujjes’(e& ’fh@ Batturol,
joseqoh Scalfgwj aﬁw referring 1o 9(71@ anoin’({nj of 710@
"amoh'cél b %he black cone w?wsen%inj %He Sun _@o& al Baalbee,” The

g@maz, ﬂ/é@n, whia’h is cited in sup«pm'% of ’ﬂp’s statement, says
nojfhinj of j(he Rind,

«The Theory is, of course, much older,

=Falconnet cites as adherents of this opinion, besides Bochart and
Scalfgeﬁr, _@ 7 Voss, _@ro’ﬁus; Scwen,jw’(,feiﬁejjcr, Witsius, cte.

21@0% 28,
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stones, and 1o the Baituror of Fhilo of Byblos and the

Baftuhoc which Saturn swallowed, wrole: “ommnemgue
hunc morem manasse ab co 1ap£&e, guem unxerat Tacob
in Bethel. s

One of ’(he most learned — and most fperﬂous@ 1nge—
nious — of ?wnéh scholars, Bochart, went a s’(ep farther.
e not on@ ceeapiici%@ derives jﬂlc name %ae@?z’a, bacty—
lus, from ’Che ﬁaoe @e’(h&, bul, @ a bold emendation in
“Sanchoniathon,” the alleged FPhoenician oviginal of Fhilo,
he identifies the objects with lapides uncti, Fhilo, as we
have seen, calls the bactylia Ao Euduyon “Live stones,”
says Bochart, “is a contradiction in lerms, an absurdity;
instead of néphashim (‘animali’), Sanchoniathon doubtless
wrote ncz”s7ch7o7217m (‘um’a” )ﬂ‘ from %71@ oot 57zu'7o7z, used in
Sgw'o,c in %he sense ‘anoin?,” Then, aﬁw g‘uo%inj jfhc
story of Tacob, he continues: “The FPhoenicians, with an
unhajow imitation of %711'5 eaeo:mépie, first woqfshimoeci %he
stone which ’fhe paj(ﬁ'icmfh 71@& set up; %hm 9(71@ anointed and
consccrated other stones, and called them %ae’@i{a, %ae@h’,
in memory of the stone at Bethel.”

Jo the conclusive refulation of Bochart by Falconnet mo

aHention was pai&, while the whole long passage from the

Geoor. Sacra, in which Bochart set forth his theory, has
been incomoom’(ccl %o&i@ in modern editions of %71@ _@freeﬁ

s(dnimady, Susch, ad ann, 2150.
i’*@whaps it s not supe*rﬂuous 1o say %Ha’( ’this “@hoen{cim” is pu«rcly
ﬁc’fi%‘l’ous,
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ﬂesaums, ’Chfroujh whiéh s 10111'10103%@1 and h{s%oqficcﬂ
CrYors haw fmcwcl into %he engyc%paech’as and Lhcm&—%ooﬁs
of classical cwchaeol%,%

Classical séholcws jfhc more wa&i@ accejojfeél ’Chis CryYo—
neous %Heoa:y, because ’fh@ imo,u%iously assumed jfho,’( 9(}1@
name Boituloc, given in the 1exicqgmphicol tradition 1o
’Che stone swallowed @ Rromnos, wfcwc& — or m{ﬁﬁ be

referred — 1o %11@ stone at @elfphi , of whiéh %he same s’(ow
was told,  Since 7(711'5 was ﬂai@ anointed wi’(h oil, 9(71@
connection with the stone pium‘ which Tacob anointed at
Bethel scemed to be c’lou%@ secured,

?\%a@ modern Old Jestament students, on %Hciy side,
SUrmise ’Cha% %he name 71@?72—52 o«@incﬂ@ %e1on3cc1, not 1o
the place, but to the holy stone itself as "the abode of a
&ivin{@,” cowcsponclinﬁ jCahus, n fac% as well as in name,
with the “felish—stones” which the Greeks designated by
the foreign word Baitulon®

T must be borne in mind, howewver, ’(ha’t %711'5 %7100@
is suﬁgcs’(ccl, not @ a@%ﬁinﬂ n ’fhe “hebrew accounts in
Genesis, but sole@ @ the c@fmolqgicol association with the
Baiturol and by the “bactylic” theories of classical scholars.
Uﬂp% is much more imyoq*’(cmj( to obserwve is ’(hajc in mo
Semitic language is the word béth—d or ils cguivcﬂen%
used To cksigfna’(e ’Che rude s’(cmclinj stones, pinwrs, obelisks,

253§Zifmpd, ¢. 0, in @au@—cw{ssowa, s, v abaddir, vepvocluces
?Bocgm"t’s impossi ble e@molw,
e, ¢ o, _@unﬁd, _?enesz’s, 240.
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and 7(71@ like which were fowmi at cvery place of woa*ship,
The cw:gumen’( from silence is of more %hom usual foree,
because ’(he wfewmcs to %hesc stones are so numerous, and
%he various names @ which %he:y were called so a%unélom’d:y
attested® In @hoenioicm we Rnow ’Chem ffrom inscfrijo’a'ons
on %hc o?gjcc’cs %hems&ws,

Summ{nj up, then, the results of this investigation —
wh{ch may fair@ claim %o be cxhaus%iw — we may say ’(ha%
’Chcw is mo cvidence, emlw from Semitic sources or from
Greck and Latin authors, that the name %ae@ us was cvey
apfpiieci in cmj(igui@ 1o ’(710 class of o@'ec%s whiéh modern
archacologists habitually call “bactyls”; on the contrary,
it was the distinctive designation of an cfn’a'w@ different
%hinj,

T is o be hovpccl %ha% %71@ abuse of %71@ torm may not
become unaﬂcm%@ ﬁ%e&, Thew is no lack of names prop—
w@ wpph’ca?ﬂe 1o ’(710 common 7101:9 stones; ’Chew s no o%’hefr
convenient word fm’ %he real Zrae@lia,

Georoge F. Moore,

=See Encyclopacdia Biblica, s v. Masschah,
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