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1.) When generatingcharactersirom Old-Semitic languagesyou needto know what you are
aiming for. It can be sensibleto generate for a limited field of application, standardized
characterforms that can be usedin print. This is the case,e.g. for the Ugaritic cuneiform,the
Old Persiarcuneiform for Phoeniciarandfor the Old SouthArabianalphabetHereit is merely
reasonabldo usestandardizedorms thatin a sensedevelopan abstractiorout of the variants
resultingfrom daily use.However,| would like to stressthe fact that suchstandardizedorms
are merely useful for specific, very limited purposes,possibly for the editions of specific
collectionsof inscriptionsthat are not concernedvith palaeographiguestions.

2.) Thevery limited field of applicationfor suchgeneratectharactersanbe explainedwithin our
scienceby the fact thatunknowncharacterare normally transcribednto the Latin script, often
with the help of diacritical signs.In the last decadeshis hasalsobeenthe dominantpracticein
letter pressprinting. Only in specificfields of the presentatiorof e.g. Phoeniciarand Aramaic
is the Hebraiccharacterepertoireapplied,namelyin form of the so-calledsquarescript. More
is not neededrom the scientific point of view of grammarand linguistics.

3.) Paleographys a centralfield of older Semitistics Herethe objectis to reproducenscriptionsas
closelyto their original aspossible For this, the forms of the lettersarescrupuousiyto be taken
into considerationAs theseare not standardizecdnd scientific interestis focusedespeciallyon
unusual characters,it is pointless to generate standardizedcharacters.Each edition of
inscriptionswill thereforestill haveto be madeby usingdrawings,undercertaincircumstances
alsowith the help of a scannerlt is pointlessto generatecharacterrepertoiresfor eachof the
different variantsof characterghat are found in different regionsand appearedn different
times.Thisis the casefor Phoeniciaraswell asfor Aramaic,Old SouthArabian,Ugaritic etc. It
is definitely alsothe casefor thefield of cuneiformlanguageswhereit is alsopointlessto cover
the very numerouscharacterby computer.In a very limited range,possiblyfor introductory
studiesfor teachingpurposesa charactereservoirof main charactergould be defined(ca.550
characters)that, in a standardizedorm, could be usedfor specific purposesFor scientific
purposegproperly speakingthey would be of no use.

4.) It is absolutelysuperfluougo generatahe character®f Proto-Sinatidnscriptions,asespecially
in this casea high variability of characterss of the essenceThesecanbe clearlyreproducedn
photographsand drawings,but are not normally usedin publications.Furthermore there are
only very few suchinscriptionswhich do not justify the necessargffort.



Closingremark

The literatureusedby authorsof charactellists is mostly of a secondarynature,i.e. onethat has
already exploited the truely scientific publicationsin a popular way. Through this, of course,
mistakeshave beenadded.Someof this literatureis also clearly no longer up to date.From this
follows, furthermore,that sometimescharacterforms appearin thesecharacteiists that are not
corrector at leastcannotbe understoodn this manneranymoretoday, andthat on the otherhand
the very numerousvariantsthat havesincebeendiscoveredhave,for reasonsinbeknownsto me,
not beentakeninto accountlf they knewthesevariants,the authorsshouldhavenoticedthattheir
undertakingwas not very useful.

| would be gratefulif you could introducemy commentsnto the discussioraboutthe relevant
projects—in the hopethat no superfluousvork is donewhich is of no useto the academiavorld.



