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Why I Am Persuaded
That the Tetragrammaton
(hwhy) is Pronounced
Yahweh
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I. Concessions
A. Masculine proper nouns in Hebrew with a final
“”can end with either an “-ah” sound or an “eh” sound.
1. Examples of masculine names with an “ah” sound at the end:
Judah (
().

), Nowchah (), Bilgah () and Machlah

2. Examples of masculine names with an “eh” sound at the end:
Manasseh (), Mosheh (), Rabshâqeh () and
Yephunneh ().
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B. The “ ”הcan be both aspirated and non-aspirated
within a Hebrew word.
The following examples are taken from The Berlitz Self-Teacher: Hebrew, by the
staff of The Berlitz Schools of Languages under the direction of Robert StrumpenDarrie and Charles F. Berlitz, Gossett & Dunlap Publishers, New York, NY, 1953:

EXAMPLE OF A NON-ASPIRATED (SILENT) “HEH” WITHIN A WORD
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II. According to Some Sacred Name Folk, the “ ”הMust Always Be
Aspirated (Pronounced) If It’s In the Middle of a Word:
A. What is the source of evidence validating the above claim? From The Two Greatest Names of the
Universe: Yahuwah (Elohim the Father) and Yahushua (Adonai the Son Mashiach), by John R. Hawkins,
July 2008, p. 25 (which is in turn quoted from Publish the Name Yahuwah, by Brian Earl Allen):

RULE #1

can never be a vowel letter in the middle of a word.t' Gesenius Hebrew Grammar p. 56.


יהוה



This means that this letter must be a consonant, and have a vowel following it such as 'hu', 'he', 'ha', etc.

If John Hawkins and Brian Allen are correct with regard to their understanding taken from Gesenius’
Hebrew Grammar, then does this mean the Berlitz Self-Teacher: Hebrew presents a false understanding of
Hebrew grammar and linguistics?
Answer: YES, this is what it would mean – the question is, are John Hawkins and Brian Allen correctly
citing the rule from the reference they use?
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Recapping what we’ve seen thus far:

Berlitz Self-Teacher: Hebrew =
John R. Hawkins = “can never be a vowel letter in the middle of a word,
so this means it must be a consonant and have a vowel
following it.” (In other words, it cannot be silent.)

B. Misrepresenting their primary source of information: John Hawkins and Brian Allen cite page 56 of
Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar as their authority for asserting that the הcan never be a vowel letter in the
middle of a word. Is this what Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar really teaches? Hawkins and Allen cite an
edition edited by Cowley, which June and I do not currently have access to. However, I found an 1880
edition of this book at the library at Southern Methodist University, and although the page numbering is
different, I found where Mr. Hawkins and Mr. Allen obtained their information. Sadly, not only did they
distort the information in Gesenius Hebrew Grammar, but they also omitted critical information (they
apparently didn’t read the footnote in Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar). As we are about to see, the information
in the footnote they omitted completely negates the conclusion they imparts to their readers:
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Here’s the cover of the version of Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar that I found
in SMU’s Bridwell Library:

Why It Helps to Pay Attention to Footnotes
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John Hawkins and Brian Allen, in their attempt to validate their belief that the  must be aspirated, i.e.,


pronounced when it’s in the middle of a word, cited a rule from a book authored by the man considered one
of the most formidable Hebrew scholars of all time, Wilhelm Gesenius. Anyone reading Mr. Hawkins’ and
Mr. Allen’s books without checking out their information could easily accept their conclusion that the



found in the middle of the Tetragrammaton must be aspirated, which would make YHWH a three-syllable
word, such as Yahuwah, instead of a two-syllable word, such as Yahweh.
At first glance, it might appear that Hawkins and Allen rightly quoted the rule from Gesenius’
Hebrew Grammar. It says, “It [that is, the ] never loses its consonantal sound (quiesces) in the middle of
a word.” So what did John Hawkins and Brian Allen overlook? It was the footnote! What does the
footnote say? Let’s take a close look at it:


Asah’el, 6214

Pedahzur, #6301

Since the issue at hand here is a proper name, i.e., the Creator’s name, it is clear that Mr. Hawkins
and Mr. Allen overlooked a critical footnote, resulting in the dissemination of false information. They
offered additional quotes from Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar in an attempt to further justify their position
that the Tetragrammaton must consist of three syllables. However, each instance was vague and did not
address proper names, much less the name of the Creator. This one footnote, cited above, from Gesenius’
Hebrew Grammar, in and of itself, invalidates Hawkins’ and Allen’s “three-syllable” premise.
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Did Wilhelm Gesenius Misunderstand the Hebrew
Linguistics Rule That He Explained in His Own Book?
I have not read the entirety of Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar, but I have completed enough
research to know that Brian Allen, John Hawkins, and others cannot have properly understood
the footnote from that Hebrew grammar book.
1. The easiest way to demonstrate that Brian Allen misunderstood Gesenius’ footnote is to
show you that, according to Brian Allen’s reasoning, Gesenius broke his own rule with
regard to the pronunciation Yahweh. Here’s the question that Brian Allen leaves
unanswered: “If, according to the rule in Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar, the
Tetragrammaton must consist of three syllables (Ya-hu-wah or Ya-hu-weh), then why did
Wilhelm Gesenius favor the two-syllable pronunciation “Yahweh”? Here is a pertinent
excerpt from Gesenius’ Hebrew Lexicon demonstrating this very thing:

Did Gesenius not understand the Hebrew linguistic rule that he cited in his own renowned grammar book?
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Did James Strong Also Misunderstand the Rule Cited by Brian Allen and John Hawkins?
2. If it is true that the  הcannot be silent when it’s in the middle of a Hebrew word, then apparently
James Strong, who compiled Strong’s Concordance, slept during that particular Hebrew lesson.
Although it is true that the  הis not usually silent when it’s in the middle of a word, Strong’s
Concordance provides us examples of “exceptions to the rule”:
Scanned copy from Strong’s Concordance
James Strong in his Hebrew 101 class?
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There are other examples in Strong’s Concordance of Hebrew words where
the  הis silent, even though it’s in the middle of a word, such as word #5093
and word #8419.
We thus conclude that Brian Allen and John Hawkins, at best,
misunderstood the rule that they cited from Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar.
They then passed this misunderstanding along to their reading audience, many
of whom have accepted this misunderstanding as truth.
With all this having been said – now that we have exposed this
misunderstanding – shall we conclude that the Tetragrammaton cannot
possibly consist of three syllables? No, at least not without checking out
additional sources. All we have done at this point is invalidate the argument
that the Tetragrammaton must consist of three syllables.
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Vague and Irrelevant “Hebrew Grammar Rules” From
Brian Allen’s and John Hawkins’ Book
Here are the vague rules from Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar cited by
John Hawkins and Brian Allen in support of the Tetragrammaton being
a three-syllable word. These quotes are taken from pp. 25-26 of John
Hawkins’ book:
“RULE #2 Since the  הin the middle of a word is
always a consonant, this means that in the sacred
name there must be three syllables.”
[Larry’s comment: We have already demonstrated that the  הin
the middle of a word is NOT always a consonant, thus invalidating
Hawkins’ and Allen’s “RULE #2.”]
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How Does Closing a Syllable With a “WAW” (  ) וProve the
Name Has Three Syllables?
John Hawkins and Brian Allen go on to write:
, , , , as such, naturally do not close a syllable … On
syllables are closed by the consonantal and .” “Gesenius

“The vowel letters
the other hand,

Hebrew Grammar p, 75

[Larry’s comment: What effect does the above rule have on the pronunciation of
the Tetragrammaton? None that I can see from Hawkins’/Allen’s explanation.
Do they want us to believe the Tetragrammaton is pronounced Ya-hu-ah or
Ya-hu-wah? See the difference? If the וcloses the syllable, then where do
Hawkins and Allen come up with the “w” in the final syllable of the
pronunciation that they support? On the other hand, with Yah-weh, the truly
closes the syllable!]
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Irrelevant Rule: “Assimilation”
(works with YahuWAH, but not necessary with Yahweh)
The next rule cited by Brian Allen & John Hawkins explains the above rule in which a “waw” ( )וcloses a
syllable:
“Assimilation usually takes place when one consonant which closes a syllable
passes over into another beginning the next syllable and forms with it a
strengthened letter” Gesenius Hebrew Grammar p. 68
[Larry’s comment: It appears that Mr. Hawkins and Mr. Allen are infusing their misunderstood
“rule” (i.e., that the  הin the middle of  יהוהis a consonant) into another rule, which only serves to
further confuse the issue! The ו, which they believe “closes the syllable,” is now
“STRENGTHENED.” This rule would only apply to words in which another syllable follows the
“waw” syllable. In the case of Yahweh, the “waw” syllable is the final syllable. Since there is no
“next syllable,” this rule cannot apply to our discussion, making it an irrelevant rule insofar as
disproving the pronunciation Yahweh.]
“Stade, Lehrb. der hebr. Gr., Lpz 1879, pp. 44, 103, rightly insists on the
expression strengthened pronunciation instead of the older term doubling,
since the consonant in question is only written once. The common expression
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arises from the fact that in transcription a strengthened consonant can only be
indicated by writing it as doubled.” Ibid p. 55 footnote
This means that in the sacred name Yahuwah the must be a consonant,


because it closes a syllable and opens a new one, and therefore it becomes a
strengthened consonant written , or doubled
[Larry’s comment: I think Mr. Hawkins meant to have a  instead of a  in the above comment. I am




transcribing everything exactly as he has it written in his book. Since it is impossible for a  to


become a , I presume he intended for it to be written as a “waw” ( ). Either way, Hawkins’


comment proves nothing because in the pronunciation Yahweh, the  serves as a “strengthened


consonant.”] Mr. Hawkins goes on to write:
“Waw with Deges () cannot in our printed texts be distinguished from waw
pointed as Sureg (), an the latter case the point should stand higher up. The
() u is, however, easily to be recognized since it cannot take a vowel before
or under it. Ibid p. 55 footnote.
When a Hebrew word ends””, the waw is almost always a consonant after
such an arrangement. Example, Song’s Hebrew Dictionaiy lists no words that
end with “uah” spelled in Hebrew



The sound always ends

, , 

However there is an exception to the waw being a consonant after such an
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arrangement, that is Eloahh #433 and is spelled

, but please notice the


is dotted in the center, meaning that it is a consonant.

is called Mappiyq (mappeek)

“A point in the bosom of



It occurs only in the

fmal vowelless letter of a few words, and we have it represented by hh”
Strong’s Concordance, Introduction to the Hebrew Dictionary.
[Larry’s comment: Here is where John Hawkins demonstrates that the waw in the name  is
pronounced as a consonant. I have no problem with this portion of his commentary. The waw is
certainly not silent! Although he doesn’t cite any examples, he could have listed such words as 
(masweh,veil, #4533 in Strong’s), (miqweh, pool, #4723 in Strong’s) & (naweh, suitable,
beautiful, #5000 in Strong’s). In each of these words, the waw is vocalized as the “W” sound, which is
a consonant. Since this matches what we hear in the name Yahweh, this commentary by Mr.
Hawkins in no way serves to disprove the pronunciation Yahweh.]
Mr. Hawkins goes on to cite his “RULE #3” as follows:
RULE #3 Unless the

 is


dotted with Mappiyq, “at the end of a word it is

always a mere vowel letter” Gesenius Hebrew Grammar p. 81
Yahuwah  fits all the Hebrew Grammar Rules!


From, Publish the Name of Yahuwah by B. Earl Allen, Pages 39-41.
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Please keep in mind that “RULE #3” has no bearing on the pronunciation Yahweh versus
Yahuwah. We agree that the final  of


 is


a silent vowel sound.

When we put all of Mr. Hawkins’ findings together here, the only mission he really set out to
accomplish was that of proving that the Tetragrammaton consists of three syllables. As we have
seen, he was unsuccessful. In fact, he omitted informing his readers of the “exception to the rule”
cited by Wilhelm Gesenius, which is that a



 within a proper noun can be silent.


Hopefully, we can

all agree that Yahweh qualifies as a proper noun.
What ultimately makes John Hawkins’ case all the more untenable is the fact that the author of
the Hebrew grammar book he cites so frequently, Wilhelm Gesenius, supported the form “Yahweh.”
More on this later in our study.
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Why Involve Josephus in This Discussion?
Elsewhere in John Hawkins’ book (p. 25), he makes an attempt to discredit Josephus. First he
mentions that Josephus referred to the Tetragrammaton as consisting of four vowels:
Josephus the Jewish historian seems to refer to the tetragrammaton as
consisting of four vowels (Wars of the Jews, 5. 5. 7)
Here is the exact quote from Josephus:
A mitre also of fine linen encompassed his head, which was tied by a blue
ribbon, about which there was another golden crown, in which was engraven
the sacred name: it consists of four vowels. (From Josephus’ Wars of the
Jews, 5. 5. 7)
Since Greek writings testify that they wrote the Tetragrammaton with four Greek vowels (IAUE), it
should not be difficult to ascertain that this is what Josephus was referring to when he mentioned
that the Name consists of vowels.
However, Mr. Hawkins attributes Josephus’ comment to an attempt to alter the Creator’s
name:
We already covered this in a previous chapter, but briefly, Josephus himself
admitted to frequently altering Hebrew names, spelling them after the Greek
fashion “to please [his Greek] readers.” (Antiquities 1. 6. 1.)
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This is clearly an attempt by John Hawkins to vilify the motives of Josephus in rendering
pronunciations of names “after the manner of the Greeks.” Let’s take a look at what Josephus wrote
to see if Mr. Hawkins is justified in portraying Josephus in this light. In Antiquities 1. 6. 1., Josephus
lists the names of Noah’s descendants. As he winds down section 1 of this chapter, he explains how
he renders the names:
And so many nations have the children and grand-children of Japhet possessed.
Now when I have premised somewhat, which perhaps the Greeks do not know,
I will return and explain what I have omitted; for such names are pronounced
here after the manner of the Greeks, to please my readers; for our own country
language does not so pronounce them; but the names in all cases are of one and
the same ending; for the name we here pronounce Noaes, is there Noah, and in
every case retains the same termination. (Josephus, Antiquities 1. 6. 1.)
Those who read Josephus’ commentary can, if they choose, pass judgment on Josephus for
using the Greek pronunciations of Bible names. Of course, we could pass similar judgment on
writers like John Hawkins (and myself) for referring to the prophet Yirmeyahuw as “Jeremiah”
instead of using the Hebrew pronunciation. Josephus, in providing the Greek pronunciations of
Bible names, was accommodating Greeks who were already familiar with those names from the
Septuagint reading. Rather than blaming Josephus for “altering names,” we might be better served
in blaming the Hebrew scholars who translated the Septuagint version over 350 years earlier! Of
course, that is what many Sacred Name folks do, but that’s another story. For now, I believe we need
to give Josephus a break. He is a target for many Sacred Name believers, and I believe unjustifiably
so – certainly in this instance.
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For the record, Josephus’ comment that the Tetragrammaton consists of four vowels is actually
substantiated, not only by the Greek language, but the Hebrew language as well. Here is a photocopy
from a book that I have had for many years:
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What is even more amazing about John Hawkins’ treatment of Josephus is the fact that later in
his book, on page 37, he matter-of-factly affirmed Josephus’ statement about the Tetragrammaton
containing four vowels to be correct. Here is what he wrote:
The name Yahuwah, represents vowels as mentioned by Josephus. The first
three characters are long pure vowels, and the last one, a short pure vowel.1
Since Mr. Hawkins ends up agreeing with Josephus, I hope you understand my questioning why
he chose to involve Josephus in the first place!

Why John Hawkins Believes the Tetragrammaton Has a “-WAH” Ending
Although our primary focus in this section is whether or not the Tetragrammaton “must”
contain three syllables, I feel I should supply the full quotation from a commentary found elsewhere
in John Hawkins’ book. On pp. 36-37 of his book The Two Greatest Names of the Universe: Yahuwah
(Elohim the Father) and Yahushua (Adonai the Son Mashiach), Mr. Hawkins states (among other
things) why he is persuaded the Tetragrammaton has the “wah” ending.
YaHuwah is used rather than Yahweh, for the sake of correct (pronunciation
and Meaning) Four (4) vowels necessitates a THREE (3) SYLLABLE
1

Please keep in mind that here John Hawkins contradicts his Rule #1, which states, “This means that this letter [  ]הmust be a consonant, and
have a vowel following it such as 'hu', 'he', 'ha', etc.” On the one hand, Hawkins agrees with Josephus that the letters of the Tetragrammaton
are vowels. On the other hand, he insists that the  הmust be a consonant. An aspirated “h” cannot be regarded as a vowel.
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PRONUNCIATION Most people misunderstand the “W” that represents
“V,V” or two “U,U” and is pronunced as a long U sound not silent, as some
have the mistake. This is assured by more than ample examples written
between 600-400 BC. from the Texts of Murasu, Elephantine and the
Cuniform from different parts of the world when the name was spoken
profusely by the Jews as YaHu. This represents the first three characters of
the Father’s name. The last three characters of the Father’s were used for Eve
that means Life Giver was pronounced as chawah or hawah (to exist) with
gutteral sound removed. Thus the last three characters of the Father’s name is
life giver (chawah) so that all physical life comes from females, and the first
three characters of the Father’s name (YaHu) which is in the Savior’s name
who redeems us so that we can have Spiritual Life. YaHu is established in
several scriptures. First in Exodus 3:14 “I AM (Yah), also in John 8:58
“before Abraham was I AM (Yah). In Rev. 1 :11 saying “I AM (Yah) the
Alpha and the Omega, the First and Last. . . Now notice the second part of
the name YaHU. Isaiah 41:4. “I the Yahuwah and the First and Last I am HU
(He) Isaiah 43:25,” I even I, and HU (He) who blots out your transgressions.
John 18:6 “I am HU (He).” – they fell to the ground. Thus Yah and HU
combined is YAHU. If one would take the first two characters Yah, the
middle two characters HU and the last two characters wah (Exhaustive
Strong’s Concordance) again one would have YaHUwah as it is pronounced.
Thus all physical and spiritual life comes from the Father, YaHUwah(to
exist, to be) and Son, (YaHUshua (salvation). This is confirmed by the great
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linguists; Matthew Stolpher, Michael Coogan, Albert Clay, F. Lutz, etc. The
name Yahuwah, represents vowels as mentioned by Josephus. The first three
characters are long pure vowels, and the last one, a short pure vowel.
“LORD” which means Baal, was substituted for Yahuwah, as Satan’s attempt
to erase the name of Salvation. Jeremiah 23:27 “who try to make My people
forget My name by their dreams… as their father forgot My name for Baal”
(LORD). Jeremiah 8:8 shows they changed the name of Yahuwah for LORD,
“Look, the false pen of the scribe certainly works falsehood” In the Old
Testament, “Yahuwah” is used 6,823 times, or around 7,000 times including
New Testament quotes from the Old, with YAH and HU, shortened terms of
Yahuwah used. In Leviticus, by skipping to every 7th Letter the word
Yahuwah is spelled out, wich is beyond the capacity of man to orchestrate,
and only Yahuwah could arrange.

I don’t know where to begin with a response to the above commentary. How does Mr. Hawkins
reason that the Tetragrammaton ends with a “-wah”? Is it because of any linguistic rules? Is it
because this is how it was transliterated into other languages that retained this pronunciation? No,
he reasons that it must be “-wah” because this is how the final syllable of Eve’s true name, Chawah,
is pronounced! That would be akin to an attempt to prove that the last syllable of the name spelled
A-l-v-i-n-a must have the “eena” sound because that’s how the name Tina ends. I once knew a
woman whose name was spelled A-l-v-i-n-a, but her name is pronounced Al-VY-nah. And something
tells me that both names having the –ina ending is more coincidence than evidence that they have the
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same meaning. Thus, the teaching that the Creator’s name must end in –vah because that’s how
Chavah’s name ends is based on pure speculation combined with wishful thinking. Such a teaching
might sound reasonable to some, but in the end it is traced to my own imagination without any
factual basis.
In the same way, it might sound reasonable to deduce that the Creator’s name must end in “wah” because that’s the way Chawah’s name ends. As the late journalist H. L. Mencken once said,
“There is always an easy solution to every human problem--neat, plausible, and wrong." Mr.
Hawkins’ solution may seem neat and plausible, but unless he can provide any facts to validate his
comment, it’s wrong.
Mr. Hawkins goes on to quote Isaiah, where the Almighty says, “I am HE.” Since the word for
“he” in Hebrew is pronounced “HU,” John Hawkins finds this to be supportive evidence that the
word “HU” must also form a part of the Creator’s name. With this logic, anyone referred to as “He”
in Hebrew ( pronounced “HU”), must also have a “HU” in his name. For example, when Peter told
the men, “I am he whom ye seek” in Acts 10:21, we could take this to mean that his name contains
the “HU” sound. Also, in the book of Ruth, when Obed is listed as the father of Jesse, we read “He
(HU) is the father of Jesse.” Shouldn’t the name Obed thus contain the word “HU”? Or, if we
following the reasoning presented by Mr. Hawkins, shouldn’t this mean that Yahweh (whose name is
apparently also “HU”) is the father of Jesse?
With all due respect to Mr. Hawkins, whom I know personally and find to be a very respectable
person, his attempt to validate the pronunciation Yahuwah only validates the fact that he cannot be a
Hebrew scholar.
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Hebrew Grammar Books Present Both Aspirated
and Non-aspirated in the Middle of a Word
We have already seen examples of both aspirated and non-aspirated
on page 5. The fact is, we have no business attempting to re-invent
the Hebrew language wheel, as some folks seem to be doing. If we check
out The Berlitz Self-Teacher: Hebrew, we can see many examples of words
containing either aspirated or non-aspirated . You can review page 5
of this document for examples, plus I have additional photocopies for
anyone interested in reviewing additional examples.
The Berlitz Self-Teacher: Hebrew also contains many examples of Hebrew words ending with either
an “-ah” sound or an “-eh” sound. Question of the Day: How could someone who has learned basic
Hebrew linguistics look at any given word, especially a word that isn’t vowel-pointed, and know how it’s
pronounced?

I have blocked out the transliteration of most of the sentences on this page. Can you read each Hebrew word and correctly pronounce
each one? How would you know that your pronunciation is correct? How would you know your pronunciation is correct if there were
no vowel points to help you?

If you would like to cheat, you can check out the next page!
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Hopefully, we can all see the futility in looking at a Hebrew word and immediately recognizing how that word was
pronounced in ancient times. Even when you think you know all the rules, do you know all the exceptions?
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NEXT QUESTION: If we think it’s difficult discerning how individual words are pronounced in Modern
Hebrew, what do we do when we try to pronounce words written in Paleo-Hebrew characters? This brings
us to Part II:

II. The Ancient Hebrew
A. Of what benefit is going to the ancient Paleo-Hebrew to
determine how the Creator’s name is pronounced if we don’t
know how to pronounce the words? Who can say they are
expert linguists in Paleo-Hebrew? Can anyone transliterate
the Hebrew text on the following page? If so, how do we
know we pronounced each word correctly?
Can anyone identify the Tetragrammaton?
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“There! See how the most ancient spelling is written? This PROVES that the
original pronunciation is Yahweh!”
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B. How do we qualify as Hebrew scholars capable of determining
the closest (or most approximate) pronunciation of hwhy?
I am not a Hebrew scholar, but I have found that some folks in the Sacred Name
Movement, who are equally unqualified, exhibit a sense that once they learn the
Hebrew characters comprising the Tetragrammaton, they suddenly know all the
rules of Hebrew grammar and linguistics. I compare this to my study of the French
language. Before I began studying French, my older sister taught me how to count
to ten in that language. On the first day of class, the teacher asked if anyone
already knew how to count to ten in French. Of course, I proudly raised my hand
and counted to ten. Quite frankly, I felt as though I had already somewhat
mastered French, which in turn meant that I really didn’t even need to pay
attention in class! A week later, we had our first quiz. We were told to get out a
sheet of paper and conjugate the verb être. I suffered the embarrassment of having
to turn in a blank sheet of paper. I learned a valuable lesson that day!
I have enough “bare bones” knowledge of Hebrew to know that there is no “rhyme
or reason” for why certain letters convey certain sounds when forming certain
words, and those same letters convey other sounds when forming other words.
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HEBREW SCHOLARS: Please explain the following pronunciation rule:
From The Berlitz Self-Teacher: Hebrew:

1

2

Why is the word  אתּהpronounced “ah-TAH,” whereas the word  רוצהis pronounced
“roh-TSEH”?
Can anyone explain the pronunciation rule used in determining the above
pronunciations?
2

From The Berlitz Self-Teacher: Hebrew, by the Staff of The Berlitz Schools of Languages under the direction of Robert Strumpen-Darrie and
Charles F. Berlitz, Grosset & Dunlap, New York, NY, 1953, p. 267.
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C. Gasp! The Greek language is borrowed from the ancient PaleoHebrew!
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From How the Hebrew Language Grew, by Edward Horowitz, KTAV Publishing House, Inc., New York, NY, 1960, p. 18.
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Details from Horowitz’ book explaining the evolution of the Greek language:
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III. “Can the Greek Language Transliterate
the Name hwhy Correctly?”
A. Are Greeks “hostile witnesses” to the
pronunciation of the Name?
* Something to think about:
Who is the name of the leader of the terrorist movement considered responsible for
“9/11”?
Who did President Reagan admonish to “tear down that wall”?
What is the name of the Iraqi dictator who was captured, then later hanged, for
crimes perpetrated upon Iraqi citizens?
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Trivia Questions:
1. Who is the man generally credited with the discovery of America?
A. ____________________________
2. Who is the President of Venezuela?
B. ____________________________
3. Who is the President of China?

C.
(They say it’s pronounced “Hu Jintao”)
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D.
E.

F.

G.

If we can trust American reporters to correctly transliterate the names of these men,
what purpose would Greek reporters have for mis-transliterating the Creator’s
name?
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B. What is the name of this ancient Hebrew
character? h What did Horowitz say
the Greeks did to it? Did he claim that they
altered the pronunciation?
C. According to Horowitz, the Greeks took
the ancient h and converted it to an

.

“The adaptation by the Greeks of letters for
the vowel sounds was a great and
momentous forward step. With it the
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alphabet passes from the exclusive
possession of the Semitic group and becomes
an instrument useful for the writing of the
Indo-European languages. In a certain sense
the Greeks can be regarded as co-creators of
3
the alphabet as used at present.”
D. What sound did the Greeks attribute to
the letter h?
3

From How the Hebrew Language Grew, by Edward Horowitz, KTAV Publishing House, Inc., New York, NY, 1960, p. 18.
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“h —is an old Hebrew . Turn it around;
it is an ‘E.” The Greeks used it for the vowel
‘E’ since they had no need for it as a
4
consonant.”
Can the Greek Language Transliterate the
Name hwhy Correctly?

4

Ibid.
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IV. How Did Ancient Greeks Pronounce the
Tetragrammaton?
A. According to the Jerusalem Talmud, a group of people known as the
Cutheans pronounced the name “as it is spelled out” when they took oaths:

4

5

B. How did the Cutheans (Samaritans) pronounce the Tetragrammaton?
5

From The Talmud of the Land of Israel, Vol. 31 (Sanhedrin 10:1, XI:A-C), translated by Jacob Neusner, The University of Chicago Press,
Chicago, IL, 1984. p. 325. Note: The Cutheans were non-Jews brought to Israel by the Assyrian king from Cutah and other lands, and who
were re-settled in the cities of Samaria (see II Kings 17). They are called “Cutheans,” since most of them were brought from the city of Cutah;
they are also called “Samaritans,” a term which refers to their new homeland.

52

According to Theodoret of Cyrus (393 – 457 CE), they pronounced it Iabe, which is actually Yahweh. This
is because the Greek b, by this time, had the pronunciation of “v,” which in turn is traced to the Hebrew
6
“waw” ()ו.

6

7

6

Cf., The New Bible Dictionary, 2nd ed., J. D. Douglas, Editor-at-Large, Tyndale House Publishers, Wheaton, IL, 1982, article “God, Names
of,” p. 430, where we read, “The pronunciation Yahweh is indicated by transliterations of the name into Greek in early Christian literature, in
the form iaoue (Clement of Alexandria) or iabe (Theodoret; by this time Gk. b had the pronunciation of v).” Also, according to Edward
Horowitz in How the Hebrew Language Grew, KTAV Publishing House, Inc., New York, NY, 1960, p. 30, “The Yemenite Jews of Arabia
who retain an ancient, correct and pure pronunciation of Hebrew still pronounce the  וas “w”—as does Arabic, the close sister language of
Hebrew.”
7
Theodoret of Cyrus, The Questions on the Pentateuch, Vol. 1, “The Questions on Exodus,” Question XV, English translation by Robert C.
Hill, The Catholic University of America Press, Washington, D.C., 2007, pp. 250-251.
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C. Epiphanius of Salamis, who lived from circa 320 – 403 CE, wrote the
Tetragrammaton out as “Yahveh,” which is more correctly enunciated
“Yahweh”:

7

8

8

From The Panarion of Epiphanius of Salamis, Book I (Sects 1-46), Anacephalaeosis III, 40. Against Archontics, 5.8 – 5.10, 2nd ed.,
Translated by Frank Williams, Koninklijke Brill NV, Leiden, The Netherlands, 2009, p. 288.
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V. What Do Modern-Day Experts Say?
A. Wilhelm Gesenius, considered by the editors of his Hebrew and English
Lexicon of the Old Testament as being “the father of modern Hebrew
lexicography”:9

10
9
9

In the Preface of t his work we read the following: “Wilhelm Gesenius, the father of modern Hebrew Lexicography, died in 1842.”
Wilhelm Gesenius, Hebrew and English Lexicon of the Old Testament, Translated by Edward Robinson, edited by Francis Brown, D.D.,
D.LITT., S. R. Driver, D.D., LITT.D. and Charles A. Briggs, D.D., D.LITT, Oxford at the Clarendon Press, London, England, 1st ed., 1907,
10

reprinted with corrections in 1955, pp. 217-218. NOTE: The vowel pointing of

 יַה ְ ו ֶהis pronounced Yahweh.
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B. Franz Delitzsch (1813 – 1890) is well known for co-authoring the Keil &
Delitzsch Commentary on the Old Testament with C.F. Keil. According to
Wikipedia, “Today Delitzsch is best known for his translation of the New Testament
into Hebrew. Delitzsch's translation is still considered the standard New Testament
edition in Hebrew and in its 10th Edition it was revised by a young Arnold Bogomul
Ehrlich at Delitzsch's insistence. This edition was to be utilized for proselytization
among Jews. It is remarkable that these editions were composed before the modern
revival of Hebrew, but the translations still remain fresh and alive for readers
today.”11

What did Franz Delitzsch have to say about the pronunciation of the
Tetragrammaton?

11

Wikipedia contributors, "Franz Delitzsch," Wikipedia, The Free Encyclopedia,
http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Franz_Delitzsch&oldid=345982642 (accessed April 3, 2010).
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11

12

12

C. F. Keil and F. Delitzsch, Commentary on the Old Testament, Vol. 5, “Psalms,” by F. Delitzsch, Translated by Francis Bacon, Hendrickson
Publishers, Peabody, MA, originally published by T. & T. Clark, Edinburg, Scotland, 1866-91, 2001, Preface, p. xiii.
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VI. Can Pure Worship Be Corrupted?
A. Analogy Between Calendar Debate and Name Pronunciation Issue
If we ascribe to the thought process presented in answer would seem to be NO. Here’s how
that thought process works: “Yahweh” MUST be incorrect because it may be traced to “Jove,” and
since any resemblance to an idol’s name that was worshipped by heathens must mean whatever
resembles that heathen name is also corrupt, then “Jove”/”Yahweh” was corrupt from the start!
In a document entitled Calendar Study: Is There A Correct Calendar? Can We Know?, by
Marvin T. Wilson, the author brings forth this line of “guilt by association.”
In his document, Mr. Wilson depicts those who start the new Scriptural month with the
sighting of the crescent moon as imitating heathens … all because heathens worshipped the crescent
moon!
But isn’t it possible that the ancient believers went by the sighting of the crescent moon for
beginning the new month, but later, when pure worship was corrupted, they regarded the crescent
moon as an object to be worshipped? If this is what happened, would this automatically invalidate
beginning the new month with the sighting of the crescent moon? According to Wilson’s study,
there doesn’t appear to be any room for considering any possibility other than believing that the
crescent moon has always been a heathen symbol and that man never, ever, used the crescent moon
for beginning the new month.
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Of course, he is free to believe and teach as he pleases, but has he (or anyone) ever
produced evidence supporting crescent moon worship prior to any man’s decision to use the crescent
moon for starting a new month? No, he has not.
I am providing copies from Marvin T. Wilson’s study on the following two pages:
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From page 40 of “Calendar Study: Is There A Correct Calendar? Can We Know?”, by Marvin T. Wilson
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(Delivered as a presentation at the 2001 Unity Conference, Cisco, Texas)

SURELY “Yahweh” Cannot Be Correct – It Sounds
Too Much Like “Jove”!
This excerpt is taken from Publish the Name of YAHUWAH, by B. Earl Allen
Chapter 10 (excerpt taken from http://yahushua.net/YAHUWAH/chapter_10.htm)
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This is a Double-Sided Tract That We Were Given By Brian Allen in the Late ‘90’s
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What biased technique do we find in the above paper?
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Brian Allen Knows How to Effectively Use the Power
of Persuasive Techniques – But Righteously?
1. Selective Scholarship – Anything authored by Greeks must be
summarily dismissed and rejected on the basis of the fact that the
Greeks worshipped heathen idols. [This is also “Guilt by Association”]
2. Piling on the Supportive Evidence While Skimping on Opposing
Evidence – This certainly makes the scales appear to tip in favor of
the desired position, but is the “supportive evidence” as weighty as
we’re led to believe? Five sources are mentioned in support of the
pronunciation “Yahweh,” whereas a whopping TEN are listed in support
of the “WAH” ending! It looks like “WAH” wins!
3. Dating the Sources That Support His Position (and they’re pretty
old) While Omitting Dates for the Ones that Don’t (oops, they’re
even older than the ones used in support of his position!). Note:
Contrary to Brian Allen’s notation, Josephus never wrote out the
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Tetragrammaton, not even as “IAUE.” Clement of Alexandria lived
from 150 CE until 215 CE (there is some debate as to whether he
wrote the Tetragrammaton as “Iaoue” or “Iaou”). Epiphanius lived
from 320 CE until 403 CE. Theodoret lived from 393 CE until 457
CE. Brian Allen’s most ancient source, Sabbathkeepers on the island
of Iona, goes back to the 7th century CE. However, in reading his
booklet entitled “Ioua Iona,” he does not offer evidence supporting
this time frame.
4. Associating “Yahweh” with Baal Worship (“How long halt ye
between two opinions? If YHWH be Almighty, follow Him: but if
Baal, then follow him!” I Kings 18:21)
Brian Allen presents the pronunciation “Yahweh” in a disparaging way
in other booklets that he distributes, including one named “Ioua Iona”:
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B. More Selective Scholarship and an Unfair Approach

This is the cover to Brian Earl Allen’s study, which Brian gave
us in the late ‘90’s.

Page 4-5 of “Ioua Iona,” by Brian Earl Allen
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Do We Really Know the Pronunciation?
by Richard Lattier
http://yahushua.net/YHWH.htm
Proverbs 25:2 It is the honor of the Almighty to conceal a thing; But the honor of kings is to search
out a matter.
Biblical Hebrew is a difficult subject for most of us. We therefore usually rely on research done by others, and
trust that their conclusions are correct. When something is controversial, like the origin of the heavenly Father's
name, most of us usually accept the conclusion of those scholars who are in the majority, without actually checking
out their research for ourselves. Why is this? The reason seems to be that people are intimidated by the technical
nature of ancient Hebrew. But, does this need to be the case? Let’s take a look at the facts surrounding the
Heavenly Father’s Name…
In Strong's Concordance, it states that
(YHWH), Hebrew 3068, comes from the verb root
(hayah),
Hebrew 1961 [the verb “to be”]. That is impossible however, since the tetragrammaton would then be spelled *
*(yhyh) instead of
(YHWH). [*third person masculine singular imperfect form]

The Theological Word Book of the Old Testament (word #484) says that
(hawah) is the older form of this
verb root. In the same article, it says, "An alternative of the pronunciation of the tetragrammaton should be
mentioned. Actually, there is a problem with the pronunciation "Yahweh." It is a strange combination of old and late
elements. The first extra-biblical occurrence of the name is in the Moabite Stone of about 850 b.c. At that time,
vowel letters were just beginning to be used in Hebrew. If
(YHWH) represents a spelling earlier than 900
b.c. (as would seem most likely), the final
(h) would have been pronounced.”
The pronunciation Yahweh indeed comes from the verb root

(hawah), but this is not the most ancient form of
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the verb “to be”. Prior to this, the verb was spelled
(hwy). This root also would be impossible for the
tetragrammaton, since it would give a spelling of
(yhwy) instead of
(YHWH).
In the "Biblical Archaeology Review" of Sept - Oct '94, Anson F. Rainey, a professor of Semitic linguistics at Tel
Aviv University, confirms this. He states, “A form like yahweh developed from yahwiyu
Yahwiyu is a hypothetical pronunciation).

[

]” (editor's

note:

It can be seen that Anson Rainey shows, by implication, that the Hebrew spelling of the tetragrammaton was
originally different than it is at present. This however, would not be in line with the statement found at Exodus
3:15. Here,
says...
"this

[

] is my name for ever, and this is my memorial unto all generations."

In the book, “A Grammar for Biblical Hebrew” by C.L. Seow, it states that nouns with an “eh” ending originally
ended with a (w) or a (y). Since we do not believe that the name of the Almighty has changed in spelling or
pronunciation, we do not believe that his name can have the pronunciation of yahweh. In other words, even though
words in the Hebrew language have changed or evolved, we do not believe that this is true of the Heavenly Father's
name. Also, even if it were possible for the spelling of the tetragrammaton to have changed, the pronunciation still
would not have originally been yahweh.
Another excerpt from the Theological Word Book of the Old Testament, under #484, says: “The "w" of Yahweh,
represents a pre-mosaic pronunciation but the final “eh” represents probably a post-davidic form. In view of these
problems it may be best simply to say that
(YHWH) does not come from the verb
(hawah) (presumably
hawaya in its early form) at all. There are many places in the OT where it is now recognized that the parallel
of a name and its meaning is not necessarily etymological. For instance, 1st Samuel 1:20 probably does not mean
that the name Samuel is derived from the verb 'shama' "to hear." Genesis 11:9 does not mean that Babel comes
from the verb babel "confusion" but only that the two words sound something alike. Likewise Jacob is said to mean
both "heel" (Gen 25:26) and "supplanter" (Gen 27:36). There are many other examples of this device which is to be
taken as paronomasia, a play on words, rather than an etymology. Therefore, we may well hold that YHWH does
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not come from the verb hawa which is cited in the first person 'ehyeh' "I will be, "but is an old word of unknown
origin which sounded something like what the verb hawa sounded in Moses' day. In this case we do not know what
the pronunciation was; we can only speculate. However, if the word were spelled with four letters in Moses' day, we
would expect it to have had more than two syllables, for at that period there were no vowel letters [written]. All
letters were sounded". [including the final
(h), whereas the final “h” in the pronunciation “Yahweh” is silent,
meaning that it is used as a vowel]
So what about the pronunciation Yahweh?
In our search for truth, we do not want to leave any stone unturned. The following information is something that
needs to be prayerfully considered.
In Roman mythology, the idol "Jupiter" is the same as the idol "Zeus" in Greek mythology. According to Latin
grammar, Jove is the ablative case of Jupiter. In Classical Latin, the pronunciation of Jove (Iove) is Y-A-W-E,
with the “j” (i) sounding like a “y”, the “o” being a short sound [like the “o” in “Bob”] the “v” sounds like a “w”, and
the “e” sounds like “eh”. These sounds can be verified at the following sites:
Latin Pronunciation one
Latin Pronunciation two
The Oxford Latin Dictionary, under the heading "Iuppiter" [Jupiter] shows that it originates from dieu = god, pater
= father with other Latin forms dies, deus [Greek “Zeus”]. This dictionary spells Jove as 4 vowels "Ioue", which is
reminiscent of Josephus' claim of the tetragrammaton being 4 vowels [supposedly Iaue].
The following is taken from an article entitled, "Paradox of the Anonymous Name" by Gérard GERTOUX, a Hebrew
scholar in France, a specialist of the Tetragram; He has been president of the Association Biblique de Recherche
d'Anciens Manuscrits since 1991...

Flavius Josephus, who understood the priesthood of this time very well, made it clear that at the time the Romans
attacked the Temple, the Jews called upon the fear-inspiring name of [Elohim] (The Jewish War V:438). He wrote he

72

had no right to reveal this name to his reader (Jewish Antiquities II:275), however he did give information of primary
importance on the very pronunciation he wanted to conceal. However, in his work The Jewish War V:235 he stated:
«The high priest had his head dressed with a tiara of fine linen embroidered with a purple border, and surrounded by
another crown in gold which had in relief the sacred letters; these ones are four vowels» This description is excellent;
moreover, it completes the one found in Exodus 28:36-39. However, as we know, there are no vowels in Hebrew, but
only consonants. Regrettably, instead of explaining this apparent abnormality, certain commentators (influenced by the
form Yahweh) mislead the readers of Josephus by indicating in a note, that this reading was IAUE. Now, it is obvious
that the ‘sacred letters’ indicated the Tetragram written in paleo-Hebrew, not Greek. Furthermore, in Hebrew these
consonants Y, W, H, do serve as vowels; they are in fact called ‘mothers of reading’ (matres lectionis). The writings of
Qumrân show that in the first century Y used as vowel served only to indicate the sounds I and É, W served only for the
sounds Ô and U, and a final H served for the sound A. These equivalences may be verified in thousands of words.
Additionally, the H was used as a vowel only at the end of words, never within them. So, to read the name YHWH as
four vowels would be IHUA that is IEUA, because between two vowels, the H is heard as a slight E.
The preceding was taken from an article entitled "Paradox of the Anonymous Name", located at:
http://digilander.libero.it/domingo7/Gertoux.htm
A translation of the Bible called, "The Word of Yahweh" (first edition), from the Assembly of Yahweh, in Eaton
Rapids, Michigan, has the following footnote. It is found on page 1106 and is a footnote for Acts 14:12. It is
footnote #81 and is for the word "Jupiter". It reads as follows:

The Greek text has Zeus here. Some English translations say Jupiter, which is Latin. The Aramaic text says, "Mariah
Elaha"! It is interesting to note that "Jove" is another name for Jupiter, and would be written "IOUE" [Latin], which
is close to “IAUE” [Greek]. Josephus, a historian of Yahshua's time, said that the name of our Heavenly Father is
written as four vowels: "IAUE"!
So, what we have established thus far, is the fact that the original pronunciation of the Heavenly Father was
probably not "yawe or yaway", whereas the pronunciation of "Jove", the idol of the Romans, was very likely
pronounced "yawe or yaway". We need to prayerfully ask for wisdom concerning this matter.
What is the Correct Pronunciation?
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If the name
is not from the verb root
(hawah), how should it then be pronounced? It is a fact that
anciently, each of the 4 letters of the Tetragrammaton would have been pronounced as consonants, with the final
(hei) being sharply audible (Weingreen, author of, “A Practical Grammar for Classical Hebrew”).
The question is, what vowels accompanied these 4 consonants? It says in Gesenius' Hebrew Grammar, Page 35,
Section 7:1, "The original vowels in Hebrew [understood, not written], as in the other Semitic tongues, are a, i, u.
[The vowels] e and o always arise from an obscuring or contraction of these three pure sounds."
Therefore, since the name YHWH is the most ancient of all names, it seems unlikely that it would contain either of
the vowel sounds 'e' or 'o'.
It also shows in biblical Hebrew Grammar books that gutturals (such as
) have a preference for an “ah” vowel
before them, and sometimes after them (see: A Grammar for Biblical Hebrew p.280). There is strong evidence for
“Yah” at the beginning of
. The form
(YaHU) is often found at both the beginning and ending of many
ancient personal names in Hebrew. The pronunciation YaHuWaH is a definite possibility. The only way to be sure
however, will be for Almighty
Himself to reveal it. We hope that you will commit this matter to serious
prayer.
In conclusion, let us keep in mind, that however we pronounce the tetragrammaton, the most important thing for us
to do, is to show that we love YHWH by keeping his commandments:
Psalm 111:10 The fear of YHWH is the beginning of wisdom: a good understanding have all they that do his
commandments: his praise endureth for ever.
Study compiled by YermeYah
Another study about the pronunciation
Questions or Comments
Home

Last updated: 4th day, 2nd month, 2007
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GASP! Is “Yahweh” derived from “Jove”?
Here’s a pertinent quote from Richard Lattier’s article:
In Roman mythology, the idol "Jupiter" is the same as the idol "Zeus" in Greek mythology. According to
Latin grammar, Jove is the ablative case of Jupiter. In Classical Latin, the pronunciation of Jove (Iove) is
Y-A-W-E, with the “j” (i) sounding like a “y”, the “o” being a short sound [like the “o” in “Bob”] the “v”
sounds like a “w”, and the “e” sounds like “eh”.

Question: If it is true that looking for the crescent moon each month and using this moon as the marker for
a new month cannot legitimately be associated with the worship of moon goddess Isis, and if it is possible
that the pure worship of the Almighty, which includes the ordinance of the new moon sighting as the way
to begin a new month, later degenerated into moon worship …
Then isn’t it also possible that the worship of the Almighty under the name of YAHWEH was later
corrupted, leaving a remnant of that name’s pronunciation behind?

Surely no one would ever corrupt the pure worship of the
Almighty’s name … WOULD THEY??
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Who or What Was Yahweh’s Asherah?
Startling new inscriptions from two different sites reopen the debate about the meaning of asherah
By André Lemaire
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The above ancient inscription was discovered in the village
of Khirbet el-Kom, which is located 8 miles west of Hebron:
Uryahu the wealthy man had it written:
Blessed be Uryahu by

hwhy

and by his asherah; from his enemies he saved him.
Written by Onyahu.
.......... and by his asherah
.......... and by his asherah
When you read the article on this topic in the Biblical Archaeology Review, the immediate
impression is that the name Yahweh, as opposed to any other pronunciation, is connected to
idol worship. The name of the article is “Who or What Was Yahweh’s Asherah?” Asherah, as
many of us know, identifies a goddess worshipped by ancient Canaan. According to The
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Layman’s Bible Encyclopedia, Asherah was imported into Palestine from Assyria. Also, here is
a brief description of the goddess:
She was represented by the trunk of a tree or a pillar of wood.
Because of this association with trees, the King James Version
mistranslates Asherah as “grove.” In most other versions,
however, the proper name is used.13
The archaeologists who discovered the inscription in which the Almighty’s name was
invoked along with “His Asherah” realized they had encountered an ancient witness to the
Creator’s pure worship being infused into heathen worship.
However, the author of the article chose to transliterate the Tetragrammaton as Yahweh,
which might cause someone who believes the Tetragrammaton is pronounced YahuWAH to
say, “See? It is Yahweh who is connected to heathen worship, not YahuWAH.”
I would hope that no one who believes the Tetragrammaton is pronounced YahuWAH
would resort to such a tactic. Yet, as we will see shortly, this is precisely what is done by those
who associate the pronunciation “Yahweh” with “Jove.”
First, here’s a glimpse at the Biblical Archaeology Review’s article “Who or What Was
Yahweh’s Asherah,” from the November/December 1984 issue:
13

From The Layman’s Bible Encyclopedia, by William C. Martin, M.A., B.D., The Southwestern Company, Nashville, TN, 1964, pp. 66-67.

79

80

The Pure Worship of hwhy Was Corrupted
In the book of 2 Kings, chapter 21, we read about King Manasseh, the son of King Hezekiah.
There should be no question that King Manasseh knew how to pronounce the Creator’s name.
He certainly heard his father use it enough times, plus we read in 2 Chronicles that King
Manasseh prayed to hwhy. However, King Manasseh goes down in the record books as a
wicked king who corrupted the worship of Yahweh.
In fact, King Manasseh had no problem with worshipping the “Asherah pole”:
1

Manasseh was twelve years old when he began to reign; he reigned fifty-five years in
Jerusalem. His mother’s name was Hephzibah.
2
He did what was evil in the sight of YHWH, following the abominable practices of the
nations that YHWH drove out before the people of Israel.
3
For he rebuilt the high places that his father Hezekiah had destroyed; he erected altars
for Baal, made a sacred pole [Hebrew Asherah], as King Ahab of Israel had done,
worshiped all the host of heaven, and served them.

What is really interesting about King Manasseh is how in 2 Kings 21, absolutely nothing
praiseworthy is said about him. If all you read was 2 Kings’ account of his life, you would
have to conclude that he had no redeeming qualities about him.
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However, when you read about King Manasseh in 2 Chronicles 33, you get a different
perspective. Yes, he did evil in the sight of YHWH, no doubt about that. However, according
to the account in 2 Chronicles, he later repented of all his evil. According to this account,
when it was all too obvious that Manasseh had no intention of obeying YHWH, YHWH sent
the Assyrians against Judah, and they captured Manasseh and took him captive to Assyria.
While in distress, Manasseh decided he would pray to YHWH. YHWH heard his prayer and
restored him to power.
Back in Jerusalem, Manasseh commanded all of Judah to serve YHWH. Let’s read about
that in 2 Chronicles 33:16-17:
16

He also restored the altar of YHWH and offered on it sacrifices of well-being [peace
offerings] and of thanksgiving; and he commanded Judah to serve YHWH Almighty of
Israel.
17
The people, however, still sacrificed at the high places, but only to YHWH their
Almighty.

I highlighted the verse 17 because I believe it offers us a key to understanding how people
think and act.
Keep in mind that Manasseh began to reign at the age of 12. I’m sure he didn’t
immediately overturn everything his father, Hezekiah, had instituted. Eventually, however, the
worship of YHWH took a back seat to the worship of idols, including the Asherah pole. With
55 years of power, you can well imagine that the majority of those years were years of
corruption and rebellion against the ways of YHWH.
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Late in King Manasseh’s reign, however, he “saw the light” and attempted to undo all the
evil he had inflicted upon Judah. However, as we read in 2 Chronicles 33:17, Manasseh wasn’t
completely successful at reinstating the pure worship of YHWH.
Suffice it to say that YHWH was now identified with heathen worship.
Is there a point to all this? Yes, there is! Here is my point:
Let’s say that the Creator’s name really is pronounced Yahweh. If King Hezekiah taught
his son Manasseh that the Creator’s name is pronounced Yahweh, then you can be sure that not
only was Manasseh was quite familiar with this pronunciation, but so were the inhabitants of
Judah.
I’m sure that when Manasseh turned to Baal worship and worshipping the Asherah pole, he
didn’t forget how to pronounce the Creator’s name. If the pronunciation he had been taught
was Yahweh, then I’m sure he still kept this pronunciation in mind, even though he somehow
thought he would be better off worshipping Baal and Asherah.
Years later, when Manasseh came to his senses and reinstated the worship of Yahweh, I’m
sure he still remembered how to pronounce that name, and most likely so did the older folks in
and around Jerusalem. Some of the younger generation may not have learned the Creator’s
name, but that’s just speculation on my part.
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We also know that King Manasseh was not entirely successful in restoring the pure
worship of Yahweh. In fact, as soon as King Manasseh’s son became king, he turned everyone
back to idol worship!
With this backdrop, can you get a picture of how the pure worship of the Almighty can
become corrupted?
Consider the possibilities!
We know that the idol named Jove is very, very similar to Yahweh. Of course, we know
that Jove is more akin to the pronunciation Yove, and since we know the “v” sound is more
accurately a “w” sound, it’s more akin to Yowe, and since we know the final “e” is pronounced
like “ay” in “way,” this makes the pronunciation more accurately something like Yoweh, and if
you say Yoweh really fast, it sounds close enough to Yahweh.
Brian Allen makes the point that if you say Jove the correct way, and you say it really fast, it
comes out like Yahweh.
According to Brian Allen, that is a bad thing, and it proves that Yahweh is connected to
Jove, which is the same as Jupiter, which in turn can ONLY mean that Yahweh is the name of
a heathen idol.
I submit that the Creator’s name was originally pronounced Yahweh. The example I gave
you of King Manasseh is just one example of many in which it can be demonstrated that people

84

corrupted the pure worship of Yahweh, worshipping Him the same way the heathens
worshipped their idols.
Just as people move around today, so it was in ancient times. People moved. Some people
were forcibly moved to other parts of the earth, and I believe the name Yahweh made its way to
such places as Italy, including Rome. For all we know, the first people to worship Yahweh in
Italy did so with pure motives and they did so blamelessly. However, just as our forefathers
who penned the constitution could never have foreseen just how far this nation would depart
from the ways of purity and honest government, so it was with the purity of the worship of
Yahweh.
It may have started with believing that Yahweh must have a consort, and eventually there
arose a consort named Juno. Of course, other legends eventually surfaced and eventually,
whether it be due to dialect or other factors, Yahweh became Jove.
Also keep in mind that the word Jupiter is formed from the compound Iou & pater. Iou is
known as another way of saying Yahu and pater is the word for father.
Is what I have just proposed possible? I believe so. If it is, does the fact that the
pronunciation Yahweh degenerated into Jove make Yahweh heathen? I hope you know better.
For those who really want to make Yahweh out to be “heathen,” all I need to do is
demonstrate that even Yah can be shown to be heathen – at least when we use the rule
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promoted by those who try to make the pronunciation Yahweh out to be heathen. As we see
from the book Encyclopedia of Gods14

Which came first –
the Creator Yah or
the Egyptian moon
deity named Yah?
14

Michael Jordan, Encyclopedia of Gods, Facts on File, Inc., 1993, p. 291.
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I sure hope we can all agree that the Creator Yah precedes and pre-dates the Egyptian moon
deity named Yah!
Why do I get the impression that someone from Israel or Palestine relocated to Egypt and
that’s where Yah came from? I can only wonder if that person started out with the pure
worship of Yah, but later generations, only retaining bits and pieces of the original pure
worship, began to identify the moon, not only as the marker for a new month, but as the actual
identity of the Creator.
Would the corruption of the original Yah to a moon deity make the original Yah heathen?
Would the corruption of the original Yahweh to Jove make the original Yahweh heathen?
As a final point of consideration, please consider how all it took was for the inhabitants of
Jerusalem to forsake the observance of the Sabbatical year and releasing their slaves at that
time for Yahweh to alert them that they had just polluted His name:
15

You yourselves recently repented and did what was right in my sight by
proclaiming liberty to one another, and you made a covenant before me in
the house that is called by my name;
16
But then you turned around and profaned my name when each of you took
back your male and female slaves, who you had set free according to their
desire, and you brought them again into subjection to be your slaves.
(Jeremiah 34:15-16)
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When the people rejected the covenant they had made with Yahweh, they the same as
corrupted their worship of Him, and in so doing, they had profaned His name.
According to the Almighty, the house of Israel profaned His name wherever they were
scattered. Notice what it says in Ezekiel 36:19:
19

I scattered them among the nations, and they were dispersed through the
countries; in accordance with their conduct and their deeds I judged them.
20
But when they came to the nations, wherever they came, they profaned my
holy name, in that it was said of them, “These are the people of YHWH, and
yet they had to go out of his land.”
21
But I had concern for my holy name, which the house of Israel had
profaned among the nations to which they came.
22
Therefore say unto the house of Israel, thus saith YHWH Almighty; I do
not this for your sakes, O house of Israel, but for mine holy name's sake,
which ye have profaned among the heathen, whither ye went.
23
And I will sanctify my great name, which was profaned among the
heathen, which ye have profaned in the midst of them; and the heathen shall
know that I am YHWH, saith YHWH Almighty, when I shall be sanctified
in you before their eyes.
24
For I will take you from among the heathen, and gather you out of all
countries, and will bring you into your own land.
25
Then will I sprinkle clean water upon you, and ye shall be clean: from all
your filthiness, and from all your idols, will I cleanse you.
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26

A new heart also will I give you, and a new spirit will I put within you:
and I will take away the stony heart out of your flesh, and I will give you an
heart of flesh.
27
And I will put my spirit within you, and cause you to walk in my statutes,
and ye shall keep my judgments, and do them.
28
And ye shall dwell in the land that I gave to your fathers; and ye shall be
my people, and I will be your Almighty.

Please notice that when the Israelites profaned the Creator’s name, He didn’t explain that
they had forgotten how to properly pronounce it. It wasn’t their pronunciation that was in
question here; it was their conduct in how they represented that name in the places where they
were scattered.
I remain persuaded that one of those places where they were scattered was Italy. They
brought their corrupted form of worship there, but that doesn’t mean they also brought a
corrupted or even mangled form of the Creator’s name with them. I believe they brought the
name Yahweh with them, but their unregenerate, heathen practices made the form of worship
that should be associated with His name was unrecognizable when compared with what was
originally ordained.
Thus, I once again ask the question, “Would the corruption of the original Yahweh to Jove
make the original Yahweh heathen?”
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Examining the Theological Wordbook of the Old Testament
Richard Lattier, in the article above entitled “Do We Really Know the Pronunciation?”
uses the Theological Wordbook of the Old Testament as supportive evidence that the
pronunciation Yahweh is not accurate. Let’s take a closer look at this reference:

Excerpt from Theological Wordbook of the Old Testament, Vol. 1, R. Laird Harris,
Editor, Moody Press, Chicago, 1980.
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Excerpt from Theological Wordbook of the Old Testament, Vol. 1, R. Laird Harris,
Editor, Moody Press, Chicago, 1980.
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C. Leningrad Codex B19A – The Oldest Complete Vocalized Hebrew
Manuscript in the World
Some folks turn to a text known as Leningrad Codex B19A as evidence supporting the
pronunciation “Yahuwah” or “Yehovah.” We met a gentleman name Joseph Dumond, who
operates a ministry up in Canada. For several years, Joseph referred to the Almighty as
Yahweh. However, very recently he began referring to Him as “Yehovah.” He explained that
he arrived at this new understanding after having met a certain believer and reading his book.
Here is Joseph’s explanation, as found on his web site:
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MOSES RIGHT HAND

AND

BY

HOW NOAH KNEW

OF

THE FLOOD

JOSEPH DUMOND

http://www.sightedmoonnl.com/?page_id=629

Some of you have been commenting on my use of the name
Yahovah instead of Yahweh as I have been using. First of all I am
not going to get into any huge discussions about the name of our
Creator. Each of you decides what you want to use. But I have
come to my decision after listening to Keith Johnson explain it to
me in both a personal face to face meeting and then in his book
about the name. You can learn more about this at
http://www.biblicalfoundationsacademy.com/ Do I know for
sure what the name is? No. But I do the best I can based on the
knowledge I have gained. I do not judge anyone for how they
pronounce it either.
I may not agree with Joseph Dumond’s understanding regarding the
pronunciation of the Creator’s name, but I ADMIRE his approach! Joseph came to
his current understanding after meeting Keith Johnson and reading his book. So
how did Keith come to the understanding that the Creator’s name is pronounced
“Yehovah”?
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How old is the “oldest complete vocalized Hebrew manuscript in the world”?
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What is the “Tiberian vocalization”?

97

98

Can we be certain that the Masoretes vowel-pointed the Tetragrammaton according
to its original pronunciation?
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