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'CINNERETH.
the south-eastern extremity, celebrated for the
vi of Alexander over Darius Codomanus
(B.c. 333), and not far from the passes of Amanus
(v "Auaridwy puévey TuAdy. Polyb. xii.
8); Sole, originally a colony of Argives and
Rhodians, the birth-place of Menander, the comic

(B.c. 262); the stoic philosopher Chrysippus
mm),and of Aratus, author of the astrono-
mical poem & daw (B.c. 270); and Tatsus,
the birth-place of the Apostle Paul {I‘uuus].
Cilicia Trachea furnished an inexbaustible supply
of cedars and firs for ship-building; it was al
noted for a species of goat, of whose skins cloaks
and tents were manufactured. Its breed of horses
was 80 superior, that 360 (oue for each day of th!

ear) formed part of the annual tribute to th

ing of Persia (Herod. iii. 90). The neighbour-
hood of Corycus produced quautities of
saffron (Crocum sylvestre optimum. Prima no-
bilitas Gilicio, et ibi in Coryco monte, Plin. Nat.
Hest. xxi. 17). Herodotus says that the first
inhabitants of the country were called Hypachumi,
“Craxasol; and derives the name of Cilicia from
Cilix, son of Agenor, a Phenician settler (vii.
91). He also states that the Cilicians and Ly-
cians were the only nations within the Halys who
were not conquered by Crossus (i. 28{.( Though
partially subjected to the Assyrians, Medes, Per-
sians, Syrians, and Romans, the Eleuthero- (or
free) Cilicians, as the imhabitants of the moun-
tainous districts were called, were governed by
their own kings (Reguli, Tacit. ii. 78), till the
time of Vespasian. was for a long
time qccupied by pirates, who carried on the ap-
propriate vocativn of slave-merchants, and found
ample for that nefarious traffic
among the opulent Romaus (Mannert, vi. 1;
8trabo, xiv. 5); but at last their d ions
caae s0 formidable, that I;'omﬁ was invested
with extraordinary rs for their ion,
which hemomplim forty days. ﬂouﬂl«l
the surviving freebroters at Sola, which be rebuilt
and named Pompeiopolis. Cicero was
of Cilicia (a.v.c. 702), and gained some successes
over the mountaineers of Amanus, for which be
was rewarded with a triumph (Epist. ad Fam.
xv. 4), Many Jews were settled in Cilicia.
(Actsvi. 9; Philo, De legat. ad Caium, § 36.)

ing to the modemn Turkish divisions of
Asia Minor, Cilicia Proper belongs to the Pashalic
of Adane ; and Cilicia Trachea to the Liwah of
Itchil jn the Mousselimlik of Cyprus. (Malte-
Brun's Geography, Ediub. 1823, vol. ii. p. 97.)
A copious account of the ancient Geography of
Cilicia is given in Manuert's Geographie der
Grischon wnd Rimer. vi. 2, pp 3111];:.-—
J.

CINNAMON. [Kinxxxon.]

CINNERETH, or CinNnErOTH AW wor
NiM3D), one of the * fenced cities” of the tribe of
Naphtali (Josh. xix.35; Deut. ii. 17; Josh. xi. 2).
In the last of the texts cited it seems to in-
dicate a district. It is also the earlier name
of the lake Gennesareth (which is su tobea
corruption of Cinnereth), from which we may
collect that the town lay on the western border of
the lake, and was of sufficient consequence to
give its own name to it. It is even supposed
that Cinnereth, afterwards Genuesareth, was the
earlier name of the town of Tiberjas, and under the
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latter change still extended its own denomipation
ttﬂthehko, nor is there anything improbable in

is X

CIRCUMCISION. Ths history of Jewish Cir-
cumcision lies on the surface of the Old Testament.
Abrabam received the rite from Jehovah, Moses
established it as a national ordinance, and Joshus
carried it into effect before the Israelites entered

the land of Canaan. Males only were subjected to
the operation, and it was to be perfc on the
eighth day of the child's life : foreign slaves also

were forced to submit to it, on entering an Israel-
ite's family. Those who are unacquainted with
other sources of information on the subject besides
the Scriptures might easily suppose that the rite
was original with Abraham, characteristic of his
seed, aud practised among those nations only whe
had learned it from them. This, however, a

not to have been the case; and the principal ob-
ject of the present article is to put together what
18 known on the ez¢ra-Jewish Circumcision.

The topic has been treated with much research
by so many learned writers that it may seem im-
probable that any passages of ancient suthors
which bear upon it can have notice.
Michaelis (Laws of Moses, vol. iv.), to whom we
;n indebted for vuwusd;. rl:fenneu, ::. dedicated
orty-one pages to the subject : nor it a|
that any important addition bas been m.m
later inquirers. It remains, therefore, to form our
own ju t upon the facts which have been

First of all, the Egyptians were a circum-
cised people. Vonck, followed by Wesmeling
(ad Hm«? ii. 37) and by numerous able writers,
alleged that this was not true of the whole nation,
but of the priests only ; that at least the pri
were circamcised is beyond controversy. No one
can for a mowment imagine that they adopted the
rite from the despised of Goshen; and
we are immediately forced to believe that Egyp-
tian circumcision bad an independent origin. A
great preponderance of argument, however, ap-
peantoﬂ:n: {4‘)1 ve that tbelrite wa&:nivml
among the o tians, as long as their native
institutions ﬂourinzrd; although there is no ques-
tion that, under Persian and Greek rule, it gradu-
ally fell into disuse, and was retained chiefly by /
the priests and by those who desired to_cultivate
ancient wisdom (see Origen, quoted by Micheelis,

§ 185, p. 25).

Herodotus distinctly declares that the
tians ised circumcision ; and that he meant
to state this of the whole nation is manifest, not
only since he always omits to add any restriction,
but because, immediately following his first state-

R. ment of the fact, he annexes this remark— The

priests moreover shave their whole body every other
day,’ &c. (Herod. ii. 37). It is difficult to sappose
that the historian could have been mistaken on this
int, idering his p 1 acquaintance with
pt. Further, he informs us that the Colchians
were a colony from Egypt, consisting of soldiers
from the army of Sesostris. With these be bad
conversed (ii. 104), and he positively declares
that they practised circumoision. Yet if the rite
had been confined to the priestly caste of Eg&t,
it could hardly have been found among the Col-
chians at all.  The same remark will apply te
the savage Troglodytes of Africa, every branch of
whom, except one (the Kolobi), as Diodorus in-
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forms us (m 31), was circumcised, having leamnt
the practice from the Egyptians. The Troglo-
dytes to have been widely diffused through
Libya, which argues a corresponding diffusion of
the rite; yet, from the silence of Diodorus con-
onningtgeothcrnnge nations whom he re-
oounts as African Ethiopians, we may infer that
it was mot practised by them. The direct testi-
mony e?lf Diod:;r:-us,M'I[’Hh‘iPl‘::::i and Sfrabo is to the
same effect as that otus respecting Egypt ;
yet this can hardly be called confirmatory, since
m their days the rite was no longer universal.
Josephus &Contra Ap. ii. 13) ks of it as
practised by thé priests only; he however re-
r'oubes Apion for neglecting the institutions of

is country in remaining uncircumcised. Origen,
in the passage above referred to, confirms the state-
ment of Josephus. In Kenrick's Herodotus (ii.
37) the French commissi who ined
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until fear came over her, that Jehovah wonld slay
her husband Moses, es that the family of
Jethro, the Midianite, no fixed rule aboat i
although the Midianites are generally regard
as children of Abrabam by Keturah. On the
other hand, we have the distinct testimony of
Josephus (Antig. i. 12, 2) that the Ishmaelite
Arabs, inhabiting the district of Nabathsa, wers
circumcised after their 13th year: this must be
connected with the tradition which no doubt
existed among them, of the ageat which their fore-
father Ishmael underwent the rite (Gen. xvii. 25).
St. Jerome also (quoted by Michaelis) informs us
that, to his day, ‘usque Aodse,’ the tribes dwelling
round Judea and Palestine were circumcised,
especially all the Saracens who dwell in the

esert.” Elsewhere he says that, ‘except the
Egyptians, Idumaeans, Ammonites, Moabites, and

Tah

some Egyptian mummies, are quoted, as estab-
lishing from them the fact of Egyptian circum-
cision.

Herodotus, moreover, tells us that the Ethiopians
were also circumcised ; and he was in doubt whe-
ther they had learned the rite from the Egyptians, or
the Egyptians from them. By the Ethiopians we
must understand him to mean the inhabitants of
Meroé or Sennaar. In the t day the Coptic
Church continues to practise it, according to C.
Niebubr (quoted by Michaelis); the Abyssinian
Christians do the same (Ludolf. Hist. Ethiop.
do. do.); and that it was not introduced among
the latter with a Judaical Christianity ap
from their performing it upon both sexes. (It is
scarcely worth while to invent a new name, reci-
sion, or ion, for y's sake.) Olden-
dorp describes the rite as widely spread through
Western Africa—16° on each side of the Line,—
even among natives that are not Mohammedan.
In later times it has been ascertained that it is
practised by the Kafir nations in South Africa,
more properly called Koea, or Amakosa, whom
Prichand su to form ‘a great part of the
native population of Africa to the southward of

uator” He remarks upon this:— It is

y within probability that they borrowed the
custom from nations who profess Islim, or we
should find among them other proofs of intercourse
with e of that class. It is more probable
that this ice is a relic of ancient African
customs ; of which the Egyptians, as it is well
known, k in remote ages’ (Prichard, Phy-
sical Hist. of Man, 3rd ed. vol. ii. p. 287).

How far the rite was extended through the
Byro-Arabian races is uncertain. In the 9th sec-
tion of the Epistle of Barnabas (which, whether
genuine or not, is very old), the writer comments
o8 follows :—¢ But you will say, the Jews were
eircumcised for a sign. And so are all the Sy-
rians and the Arabians, and the idolatrous priests;
cevoene mdevmtheEgypﬁamthemsefTesm
eircumcised.” This language is vague and po-
sulu; yet it shows how notorious was the wide

iffusion of the custom. The Philistines, in the
Jays of Saul, were however uncircumcised ; so
also, says Herodotus (ii. 104), were all the Phoe-
nicians who had intercourse with the Greeks.
That the Canaanites, in the days of Jacob, were
not all circumcised, is plain from the affair of
Dinah and Shechem. The story of Zipporah
{Exod. iv. 25) who did not circumcise her son,

lites of the desert, of whom ¢Ae greater part
are circumcised, all other nations in the world
are uncircumcised.” A pegative argument is
more or less dangerous: yet there is something
striking in the fact, that the books of Moses, of
Joshua, and of Judges, never bestow the epithet
uncircumcised as a reproach on any of the seven
nations of Canaan, any more than on the Moab-
ites or Ammonites, the Amalekites, the Midianites,
or other inland tribes with whom they came into
conflict. On the contrary, as soon as the Philis-
tines become prominent in the narrative, after the
birth of Samson, this epithet is of rather common
occurrence. The fact also of bringing back, as &
trophy, the foreskins of slain enemies, never oc-
curs except against the Philistines (1 8am. xviii.).

We may ps infer, at least until other
or di is attained, that while the Philistines,
like the Sidonians and the other maritime Syrian

nations known to the Greeks, were wholly strangers
to the practice, yet among the Canaanites, and
all the more inland tribes, it was at least so far
common that no general description could be
given them from the omission.

It from Jo:ghm (Antig. xiii. 9), that
when Hyrcanus subdued the Idumsans, he forced
,them to be circumcised on pain of expatriation.
This shows that they bad at least disused the rite,
But that is not wonderful, if it was anly a cus-
tom, and not a national religious ordinance; for,
as Michaelis obeerves, the disuse of it may bave
dated from the edict of Antiochus Epi of
which it is said (1 Macc. i. 41,42), ¢ Kin,
Antiochus wrote to all his hng&;m, that l.'g
should be one penrgl;; and that all should keep
the ordinances of his country : and all the na-
tions acquiesced acoording to the word of the

king.’

’lghendsuobscun notices which are found in
Jeremiah and Ezekiel of the circumcision of the
nations who were in immediate contact with Israel,
admit of a natural interpretation in oonformity
with what has been already adduced (Jer. ix. 25;
Ezek. xxxi. 18 ; also xxxii. 19, et passim). The
difficulty turns on the new moral use e of the
term ¢ uncircumcised,’ to mean simply smpure.
']l‘:'h'e‘lgaugo in Jeremiah is thus translated by

¢ Behold, the days come, that I visit all the un-
circumcised circumcised ones ; Egypt and Judab,
Edom and the children of Ammon and Moab;
and all the dwellexs in the wildemness that are
shaven on the temples: for all the heathen are
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.wncircumcised, and so is all the houss of Isnel
‘uncircumcised in heart.’

The shaving of the hmelu to be a reli-
gious custom of the same kind : Herodotus (iii. 8)
sacribes it to the Arabs generally, and Josephus
Tather strangely regards the epithet Tpoxoxolpides,

in the ancient Greek poet Cheerilus (c. Ap. i
23), as a description of his own countrymen.
Knowing that the Egyptians were circumcised,
it no longer remains doubtful how the reproach
of Egypt (Josh. v. 9) should be interpreted.

How far the rite of circumcision spread over
the south-west of Arabia no definite record sub-
sists. The silence of the Korin confirms the
statement of Abulfedd (Histor. Ante-Islamica,
P. 180, ed. Fleischer, 1831), that the custom is
older than Mohammed, who, it would appear, in
no t regarded it as a religious rite. Ne-
vertheless it has extended itsell’ with the Moham-
medan faith, as though it were a positive ordi-
nance. Pocock- (Specimen Hist. Arab., p. :;?293
cites a tradition, which ascribes to Moham
the words—

Lt £o o Sl M i !

Ciroumcision is an ordinance for men, and
honourable in women. This extension of the
rite to the other sex might, in itself, satisfy us
that it did not come to nations from Abra-
ham and Ishmael. We have already seen that
Abyssinian circumcision las the same pecu-
Narity : so that it is every way probable that
Southern Arabia had the rite from the same
source or influence as Ethiopia. In fact, the
very closest relations are known to have subsisted
between the nations on the opposite coasts of the
Red Sea. Anothe: passage of Abulfedd (Annales
Muslemici, vol. i. p. 92) gives specific informa-
tion on this subject. In the battle of Ohod, in
the third year of the Hegira, ¢ Hamza, the uncle
of the prophet, committed great slaughter. When
Sabba’ ben’ Abd ul Uzzi, whose mother was a
circumciser in Mecca, passed by bhim, Hamza
called out, Come on, you son of a she-circum-
ciser! [resectricis nympharum!]’ The form of
the word proves that this was strictly the trade of
the old woman, and that the custom, as applied
to females, was no innovation of those days.

Pocock quotes the ecclesiastical historian Phi-
lostorgius, for the fact that the Himyarite Arabs
circumcise their children un the eighth day. He
adds a passage from Al Gazzlli, in which the
writer says, that the Arabs differ from the Jews
as to the time; for they postpone it until the
child has teeth, which he thinks safer. Finally,
he cites Ibn Athir, who, writing of the times
antecedent to Mobammed, says that the Arabs
were tomed to cir ise between the tenth
and fifteenth years.

The statement of Philostorgius may receive
light frcm the Arab histori who relate (Jost,
Geschichte der Israeliteh, vol. v. p. 236, sqq.)
that about a century befure the istian era,
several Jewish sovereigns reigned in the region
called Sheba by the Jews, and Yemen by the
moderns, where the Himyarites (or Homeritem)
dwelt. The few facts preserved show that they
were uot close observers of the Mosaic Law, and
the jcion might arise that they were called
Jews chiefly from their having received Jewish
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circumoision. We have, however, a collateral
evidence of much importance, to e that the
influence acting on them had y come from
Judma; namely, it is well known that in Abys-
sinia a nation called the Falasha still exists,
which has very thoroughly adopted the Jewish
religion, insomuch as to have invented legends
that allege their descent from the Hebrews.
They possess the Old Testament in the Gheex
language and character, but thei» own
inhlail? to be uittcile alien fr:::l ]the Hebrew ;bﬁcth:
whic e Yy were y proselyted
Jews “pr;vm early period. [ABYssiNIA. At’thst
same time, it is credible, the Hebrew faith met with
similar success on the opposite coast of the Red Sea.
Jost believes that, during the war of the Macca-
bees, great numbers of Jews migrated into Arabia ;
and it is certain that in later times they were very
numerous in Yemen, and their influence great.
‘Wherever they were settled proselytes must bave
been made ; and great zeal was doubtless used to
induce them to circumcise their children duly
according to the Mosaic rite. We can then
uite understand Philostorgius's fact, if we are
lowed to suj that he spoke loosely of ¢the
Himyarites* doing that which was doue by a
great many of them. [ Concemiug the connection
of thi Jews with Yemen, see farther under Soro-
MON.

An interesting story is told by Josephus—the
date s0 late as the reign of the Emperor Claudius
(Antig. xx. 2)—how Izates, the young kingof Adi-
abene, and his mother Helena, were converted by
Jewish teachers to a belief in the one true God, the
God of the Hebrews: and how, when Izates wae
desirous of being circumcised, and bis mother
dreaded that it would alienate his subjects, his
Jewish instructor Ananias warmly seconded her
views, with a heart like thatof Paul ; telling him
that if he was resolved to imitate Jewish institu-
tions, be could, without being circumcised, adore
the true divinity ; and that this was far more import-
ant than circumcision. At the time he satisfied
the young monarch ; but afterwards, another Jew,
named Eleazar, came from Galilee, and in-
veighed so strongly on the impiety of his dis-
obedience, that, without more. delay, Izates sub-
mitted to the rite. It is evident that, in a con-
troversy of this sort, the more narrow-minded
teacher had the advantage : and, in consequence,
it appears that ¢ proselytes of righteousness ' were
always circumcised (Judith xiv. 10, and Tacit.
Hist. v. 5). The facility with which whole
nations have adopted the practice from the Mo-
hammedans proves that it is not so serious an ob-
stacle to the spread of a religion as some bayve
thought it.

Thsgtmoml meaning of the word ‘uncircum-
cised’ was a natural result of its having been
made legally essential to Hebrew faith. ¢ Uncir-
cumcised in heart and ears’ was a metaphor to
which a et would be carried, as necessarily
as a Christian teacher to such phrases as ¢ unl
tized in soul,’ or ¢ washed by regeneration.’ 1If, -
however, we try to take a step farther back still,
and ask why this ordinance in particular was
selected, as so emintlg;iumtinl to the seed of
Abraham, we probably that we have reached
a point at which we must be satisfied with know-
ing the fact without the reason. .Evcry external
orsimnee, as for instance baptism, must bave
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atre or less Ghat Is arbitrary in it.  XTets, howevet,
abundantly plain that circumcision was not in-
tended to the Jews from other nations
gemserally, for it could not do so: and, least of all,
from the Egyptians, as the words in Joshua v. 9
show. Rather, it w}s a well known and already
understood symbol of purity.
A great deal of speculation and argument has
been employed on the utility and origin of the
‘rite"w the ians and others. Herodotus, long
ago, declared it was adopted for cleanliness,
xedapiéryros évexn: and a slight acquaintance
with the ideas of the Turks, concerning personal
defilement, will make it easy to believe that an
-idea of cleanliness continued the practice among
nations which had once become habituated 1o it.
-In the ancient ians this Turkish spirit was
carried to a great beight ; nor is it wonderful that
in hot clima]tu detaile:} ; of‘ clemlill:;e-
form a v of primitive religion. But
we can !:ryd];'gr:stp’: dﬁ.pt” a sufficient account
of the origin of the rite. A sort of circumcision
has been found in various parts of the Indian
Beas and Pacific Ocean ; many notices of which
bave been collected in the Penmy Cyclopedia
-(art. Circumcision); but nothiug would be
gained by reproducing them here. It is more im-
'Fuhnt to state that an adequate physical
or performing the operation on females of several
Afnoan races has been fully substantiated. The
curious reader will find in Laurence’s Lectures
(chap. v.&ltnbe decisive testtmony of Mr. Barrow
and g)r. erville on this point ; with an allu-
sion to the efforts of the Romish missionaries to
forbid the practice in Abyssinia, and the unex-
pected consequences which thwarted them. No
positive evidence has yet been obtained, that
the operation is equally expedient for the males
in any of the same races: yet the analogy of
ut:twocas;'hrcamt;)belmglatin
custom a ical or ical ground ;
especially when it irbrz‘hurked to predominate %
much in Africa, where alone (as far as yet ap-
pears) such physical peculiarities of structure
exist. It was practised, moreover, by the males
of African tribes s0 savage and so little addicted
to religious ceremonialism, that a broader ground
must be sought for it than simple cleanliness.
‘We have already named the Troglodytes. Strabo
‘mentions two other tribes of Africa, whom he
oalls Kreophagi and Kolobi (xvi. 4; pp. 387-
390, 391:3. Tauch.), who practised on themselves
a yet more shocking mutilation (xoAeSol Tas
Bardyovs), ascribed to the Kolobi by Diodorus
also. The fact, also, that most of these nations
:ﬁ)rmed whatever operation it was, not on in-
ts, but on those who were advancing towards
marriageable age,
ical inconvemence gradually showed itself
a8 with the Bushmen females), of which they
ired to get rid. Jost looks upon in cir-
cumcision as the distinguishing mark of Judaism ;
and this may be nearly correct, though we have
seen that, according to Abulfedd, some Arabs de-
layed it only till after teething. In fact Diodorus
gii. 31), when speaking of that branch of the
roglodyte nations, which was called Kolobi,
declares that they were subjected to the operation
in infancy (¢ swfov). Their unnatural and
orael custom is possibly ¢o be referred to super-
otition. Bome indeed have lovked om circum-

'

conspires to indicate that some

CISYERN.
%’M;’:hnmi’fn of the l’:.ulmhb
rite whi or priests o C{blh,
were qualified brmthcir oﬂce.: The Kolobite
custom might, on the contrary, be a carrying out
of that ﬁrity to the extremest point possible,
short of exterminating the tion of a tribe. In
‘Winer's Reahoorterbuch (art. Beschmeidung) will
befound details of themode in which the Jews carry
their law into effect ; and of the still more singuler
and painful process by which a circumcised per-
:!onﬁ;lz in mﬁe‘m r?;oretJi to bisAmtuuLwn-

i see 1 Mace. i. 15; Joseph. ig. xii. 8.
1; and Paul, 1 Cor. vii. 18, hm&a'::?.

If an ind: t and haman origin has beeh
discovered for Egyptian circumcision, the thought
of necessity arises that the Israelites must have
had it from the same sources as the nations around
them ; and it has been discussed (Spencer, De Leg.
Heb.) whether they even borrowed it from the
Egyptians. The idea has naturally given much
offence : but in truth the question involves no
peculiar diﬂleul?; it is only part of another far
wider inquiry. It is notorious that many othér
ancient nations had various ceremonies and insti-
tutioris m common with the Jews, and that the
Hebrew law is by no means in all points original.'
That sacrifice pre-existed, is on the surface of the
Bible History. The same, however, is true of
temples, tabernacles, priests, ever-burning
oracqu, &c. The fact has been often denoted by
saying that the Jewish institutions are a selection,
revision and re-enactment of an older patriarchal
religion.—F. W. N.

CISTERN. In a country which bas scarcely
more than one perennial stream, where fountains
are not abundant, and where tﬁe months of sum-
mer pass without rain, the preservation of the rain-
:fater in cisterns must astyslbave be;n a matter

vast importance, not only in the pasture-
grounds, but iu gardens, and, above all, in
towns. Hence the frequent mention of cisterns
in Scripture, and more especially of those which
are found in the open country. These were, it
seemns, the tty of those by whom they were
formed (Num. xxi. 22). They are usually
little more than large pits, but sometimes take the
character of extensive.subterraneous vaults, open
only by a small mouth, like that of a well.
They are filled with rain water, and (where the
climate allows) with snow during winter, and are
then closed at the mouth with large flat stunes,
over which sand is spread in such a way as to
prevent their being easily discovered. If by any
chance the waters which the sheplerd has thus
treasured up are lost by means of an earthquake
ur some other casualty, or are stolen, both he and
his flocks are e to great and imminent
danger ; as are travellers who hasten to a
cistern and find its waters gone. For this reason
a failure of water is used as the image of any
great calamity (Isa. xli. 17, 18; xliv. 3). There
1s usually a large depoit of mud at the bottom of
these cisterns, 0 that he who falls into them, even
when they are without water, is liable to perish
miserably (Gen. xxxvii. 22, sq.; Jer. xxxviii. 6;
Lam. iii. 53; Ps. xl. 2; Ixix. 13). Cisterns
were sometimes used, when empty, as prisons, and
indeed prisons which were constructed under-
ground received the same name, M1 (Gen.
xxxix. 20; xl. 13).
In cities the cistetns were works of much
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