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Preface

“The God of nature has written His works, and
His law in the heart of man.” Also He has written
His character in the Bible, and His providence
among the nations. He “hath made of one blood all
nations of men for to dwell on all the face of the
earth, and hath determined the times before
appointed, and the bounds of their habitation;” “He
divided to the nations their inheritance;” “thaeyh
should seek the Lord, if haply they might feel afte
Him, and find Him, though He be not far from
every one of us.”

“God hath spoken once; twice have | heard
this; that power belongs unto God.” “There is no
power but of God: the powers that be are ordained
of God.” “The Most High rules in the kingdom of
men, and gives it to whomsoever He will.” “He
removes kings, and sets up kings” calling from a
far country the man that executes His counsel.

“History, therefore, with its dusty and
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moldering pages, is to us as sacred a volume as the
book of nature”; because history properly studged |
truly the study of the grand purposes of God with
men and nations. It is evident, therefore, that the
proper study of history can be made only upon the
basis of the word of God — the Bible. Upon that
basis this history is composed. In the nature ef th
case the empires named, or noticed, In the Bilde ar
the most important. Consequently to follow the
Biblical course of empire must be the most
Instructive.

This work is not intended as a means of setting
forth any particular views of any one. It is simply
the bringing together from the best obtainable
sources, of the leading facts in the history of the
empires of the Bible, that the plain lessons which
those facts teach, may be discernible to all who
read.

The effort has not been so much to write a
history, as to compile a history from the best that
have been already written. And as the period herein
studied is that which is covered by the Bible and
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the inscriptions, the history of Babylonia, Egypt,
Israel, and Assyria, is taken almost wholly from
these sources. This is not done in a way to tell in
other language the story that is related in those
documents, nor to tell about that story; but inhsuc
a way that the reader may have the history as it is
told in the Bible and the inscriptions themselves.
Thus the reader may know that he has before him
not only the very words of the best authorities of
that period, but of the only authorities, because
written by the original actors themselves. By thus
weaving together in one connected story, the
history in the Bible and the inscriptions, it ispeal
that the study of both the Bible and the histori} wi
take on a new interests in the mind of whomsoever
shall read this book. The volume now issued covers
the period from the Deluge to the Babylonian
Captivity. The second volume will cover the period
from Nebuchadnezzar to the Fall of the Roman
Empire. And a third volume will reach from the
fall of Rome to our own day. If, however, anything
should prevent the issue of the other two volumes,
this one will be found complete Iin itself, as a
history of the most ancient times.
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Introduction

“The God of nature has written His existence in
all His works, and His law in the heart of man.”
Also He has written His character in the Bible, and
His providence among the nations.

He “hath made of one blood all nations of men
for to dwell on all the face of the earth, and hath
determined the times before appointed, and the
bounds of their habitation; that they should seek
the Lord, if haply they might feel after Him and
find Him, though He be not far from every one of
us: for in Him we live and move and have our
being.” (Acts 17:26-28)

“God hath spoken once; twice have | heard
this; that power belongs unto God.” (Psalm 62:11)
“There is no power but of God: the powers that be
are ordained of God.” (Romans 13:1) “The Most
High rules in the kingdom of men, and gives it to
whomsoever He will.” (Daniel 4:17) “He removes
kings, and sets up kings”: (Daniel 2:21) “declaring
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the end from the beginning, and from ancient times
the things that are not yet done, saying, My colunse
shall stand, and | will do all my pleasure: calling

from a far country the man that executes my
counsel.” (Isaiah 46:10, 11) “He is the Governor
among the nations.” (Psalm 22:28)

“History, therefore, with its dusty and
moldering pages, Is to us as sacred a volume as the
book of nature”; because history properly studsed |
truly the study of the grand purposes of God with
men and nations. For it is evident that a proper
study of history can be made only upon the basis
and with the guidance of the word of God — the
Bible. Thus studied, history proves itself to beson
of the richest fields of the truest philosophy. In
truth, what real value is there, or can there he, |
any study of history without the philosophy of it?
And what philosophy of it can be really valuable,
other than the true philosophy of it? And what
philosophy of world-empire or world-history can
be the certainly true, but that which is givenhe t
word and wisdom of Him who has been present
over it all and through it all; Who was there befor
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any of it was, and Who will be there after it shall
all be past?

Indeed, History has been well defined as
“Philosophy teaching by example.” But upon this,
the important question is: What philosophy? Shall
it be a mere human philosophy, or rather theory,
conjured up and pressed into the example, or even
extracted from the example? Or shall it be the
divine philosophy revealed, and thus preceding all,
and so be really Philosophy teaching by example?
A theory contrived and history drawn to and fitted
upon that theory, though it might form a fine essay
or even an interesting book, could never in ang tru
sense be the philosophy of history: while the pages
of historical works everywhere give all too
abundant evidence of deductions drawn and
explanations offered that are altogether
Inconclusive, and far from being the true
philosophy of the case. This serious lack in the
writing of history was forcibly remarked by Dr.
Johnson in 1775, in words that are worth repeating:
“That certain kings reigned, and that certain battl
were fought, we can depend upon as true; but all
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the coloring, all the philosophy of history, is
conjecture.” Without the Bible, and taking history
as a whole, — the history of the world, — this is
ungquestionably true.

That History is philosophy teaching by
example, may be accepted as entirely true: but only
as the definition contemplates a philosophy as
present throughout all the stages of world’'s
experience, teaching — having lessons to teach;
and using the experiences of the nations as the
examples or illustrations by which she would
Inculcate her important lessons. This is essemtial
order that philosophy shall really be able to teach
But where shall be found a philosophy that has
been present and intelligently observing events
through all the course of this world’s experientte?
can be found only in the Wisdom of God?
(Proverbs 8) God, in the very Wisdom of God, has
been present, not only through all the experiences
of the world, but before ever the world itself was:
and there still will He be after the world and all
human experience shall have ended forever. This
wisdom of God, ever present at all the occurrences
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In the experience of this world, or that have
concerned this world, is the philosophy that in
these experiences is teaching by example. And it is
by inspiration of God, through the revelation of
God, as in the Word of God — the Bible — that
this philosophy does her teaching in the history of
the world. The Bible, therefore, is the only true
explanation of history. In the Bible alone is given
the true philosophy of history.

“History, in the most correct use of the word,
means the prose narrative of past events, as
probably true as the fallibility of human testimony
will allow. . . We can only allow a period of about
four thousand years as the limit of genuine history
In point of time. The beginning would be with the
historical books of the OIld Testament. Before the
Jewish records fail us, the Greek have begun. The
Romans follow in immediate succession, and the
historical thread has never been broken since. And
even when the Bible record in the direct history is
succeeded by the Greek, the Roman, and the later
still through it all the Bible record continuestime
prophecies (especially in the books of Daniel and
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the Revelation), which are the sure guide through
all the history, and to the understanding of the
history, unto the world’s end.

The philosophy of the Bible is the philosophy
of history; and the philosophy of sin and salvation
IS the philosophy of the Bible. Therefore the
problem of sin and the solution of that problem —
the philosophy of sin and salvation — is the
philosophy of history. This is further evident from
the fact that if there had never been any sin, the
history of this world as it has been, would never
have been at all. Since if there had been no &n th
history of this world as it has occurred, and aly on
it can be known, would never have been, it is
certain that there can be no true understanding of
the history of the world without an understanding
— without the philosophy — of the problem of sin
and the solution of that problem. From this, i®als
follows that the true beginning of the study of
history must be with the beginning of sin, not only
In this world, but the beginning of sin where sin
where sin began. But none but the Wisdom of God
knows this. Nothing but the inspiration of God can
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give it. Nothing but the revelation of God contains
it. Therefore, the Bible is the beginning of histor
and it is the sure guide in the study of history.

Government exists in the very nature of the
existence of intelligent creatures. For the vennte
“creature” implies the Creator; and as certainly as
any intelligent creature is, he owes to the Creator
all that he is. And, in recognition of this fack h
owes to the Creator honor and devotion supreme.
This, in turn, and in the nature of things, implies
subjection and obedience on the part of the
creature; and is the principle of government.

Each intelligent creature owes to the Creator all
that he is. Accordingly, the first principle of
government is, “Thou shall love the Lord thy God
with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and wah
thy mind, and with all thy strength.” (Mark 12:29,
30) This Is pronounced by the Lord to be the first
of all the commandments. It is not the first of all
the commandments because it was the first one tha
was ever given; but simply because it exists in the
very nature and existence of every intelligent
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creature, and so inheres in the nature of things as
soon as a single intelligent creature exists. |t Is
therefore, the first of all the commandments,
simply because it is but the expression of the
Inherent obligation in the first relationship which
can possibly exist between creature and Creator. It
IS the first in the nature, the circumstances, thed
existence of created intelligences. It is the fobkt

all commandments in the supreme and most
absolute sense. It inheres In the nature and
relationship of the first intelligent creature, and
stands as complete in the case of that one alone a
though there were millions; and stands as complete
In the case of each one in the succession of future
millions as in the case of the first intelligent
creature, as he stood absolutely alone in the
universe. No expansion, no multiplication, of the
number of the creatures beyond the original one,
can ever in any sense limit the scope or meaning of
that first of all commandments. It stands absoyutel
alone and eternally complete, as the first oblarati

of every intelligent creature that can ever be. And
this eternal truth distinguishes individuality as a
eternal principle.
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However, just as soon as a second intelligent
creature Is given existence, an additional
relationship exists. There is now not only the
primary and original relationship of each to the
Creator, for both owe equally their existence ® th
Creator, but also an additional and secondary
relationship of each to the other. This secondary
relationship is one of absolute equality. And ie th
subjection and devotion of each to the Creator, In
the first of all possible relationships, each afs@
honors the other. Therefore, in the nature of thing
In the existence of two intelligent creatures, ¢her
Inheres the second governmental principle,
mutuality of all the subjects as equals.

And this principle is expressed in the second of
all the commandments, “Thou shall love thy
neighbor as thyself.” (Mark 12:31) This is the
second of all the commandments, for the like
reason that the first is the first of all the
commandments: it exists and inheres in the nature
of things and of intelligences just as soon as a
second intelligent creature exists. And also, the
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first, this iIs complete and absolute the moment tha
two intelligent creatures exist, and it never can b
expanded nor can it be modified by the existence of
the universe full of other intelligent creatures.

Each, himself alone, in his own individuality, Is
completely subject and devoted first of all to the
Creator; because to Him he owes all. And in this
subjection and devotion to the Creator first of all
each honors every other intelligent creature as his
equal: as equally with himself occupying his place
In the design of the Creator, and responsible
Individually and only to the Creator for the
fulfillment of that design. Therefore, out of respe
to the Creator, to his neighbor, and to himself, he
loves his neighbor as himself. And this second
eternal truth, equally with the first distinguishes
iIndividuality as an eternal principle.

This is original government. It is also ultimate
government; because these are first principles
complete and absolute; and because they eternally
Inhere in the nature and relationships of intetiige
creatures. And this government, which is at once
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original and ultimate, is simply self-government —
selfgovernment in reason and in God. For it is only
the plainest, simplest dictate of reason that the
Intelligent creature should recognize that to the
Creator he owes all; and that, therefore, subjectio
and honor are the reasonable dues from him to the
Creator. It is likewise a simple dictate of reason
that, since his neighbor equally with himself owes
all to the Creator, his neighbor must be respected
and honored in all this as he himself would desire
to be respected and honored in it.

It is also the simple dictate of reason that, since
these have all been created, and Iin their existence
owe all to the Creator, this existence with all its
accompaniments in the exercise of abilities and
powers should be ever held strictly in accordance
with the will and design of the Creator; because it
Is still further the simple dictate of reason thad
Creator could never have designed that the
existence, the faculties, or the powers of any
creature should be exercised contrary to His will o
outside of His design. Therefore it is the simplest
plainest dictate of reason that this original and
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ultimate government, which is selfgovernment, is
self-government under God, with God, and in God.
And this is truly the truest selfgovernment.

God has created all intelligences absolutely
free. He made man, equally with other
Intelligences, to be moral. Freedom of choice is
essential to morals. To have made an intelligence
unable to chose would have been to make it
Incapable of freedom. Therefore, He made man,
equally with other intelligences, free to choosg] a
He ever respects that of which He is the Author,
the freedom of choice. (Deuteronomy 30:19;
Joshua 24:15; Revelation 22:17) And when, in the
exercise of this freedom of choice, an intelligence
chooses that his existence, with its consequent
faculties and powers, shall be spent strictly sttbje
to the will and within the design of the Creatarda
so, indeed, with the Creator and in the Creatas, th
IS in the truest sense strictly and truly self-
government

And when the service, the worship, and the
allegiance of each intelligence is to be rendered
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entirely upon his own free choice, this, on thet par

of God, the Supreme and true Governor, reveals
the principle of Government with the consent of

the governed. Thus the divine government as it
relates to both the Governor and the governed, the
Creator and the creature, is demonstrated as well a
revealed to be government of perfect freedom.
(John 8:31, 32, 36; Gal. 5:1)

Now, in presence of these principles, how alone
could sin ever enter? Consider: If from the
beginning of created intelligence unto this hour,
every created intelligence had love God with &l hi
heart, all his soul, all his mind, all his strengdtlad
freely chosen to exercise all his faculties and
powers according to the will and within the
purpose of God, there would have been unto this
hour no sin, no evil, in the universe. And theatif
this moment any intelligence were to choose to
exercise his faculties and powers contrary to the
will of God and outside the purpose of God —
should choose not to love God with all his heart,
soul, mind, and strength — that would be a new
and strange thing In the universe: it would
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Introduce something that was not there before: and
that thing would be — sin. Thus the only possible
way Iin which evil could ever enter the universe
would be by some intelligence choosing to exercise
the faculties and powers of his existence apan fro
God — contrary to the will of God and outside the
purpose of God.

In this way evil did enter. Lucifer, the most
exalted creature, “the anointed cherub that covers,
who stood at such a height of perfection that i wa
his to set the seal to perfection itself, who wiadl
of wisdom and perfect in beauty,” and was perfect
In his ways from the day that he was created
(Ezekiel 28:12, 14, 15. 17; Isaiah 14:12-14) — this
exalted on did choose to exalt himself out of his
place, did choose to exercise his faculties and
powers contrary to the will of God and outside the
design of God. And this was the origin of evil. And
though evil had never yet been originated, any
Intelligence could originate it by making that
choice. And though Lucifer did originate evil, and
all the flood of it had followed, yet every one who
now makes that choice to exercise his faculties and
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powers apart from God, does in that declare that
even though evil had never yet been originated, he
himself would now originate it; and that since it
has been originated, he himself now puts positively
upon it his stamp of approval.

These truths make manifest the transcendent
and ultimate truth that there is no such thing as
abstractly a principle of good, and a principle of
evil; but that God is the only good, and choice of
separation from God is the only evil. This truth
Jesus expressed when the young man came to Him
saying, “Good Master, what good thing shall | do
that | may have eternal life?” and Jesus answered,
“Why calls thou me good? there is none good but
one, that is, God.” (Matthew 19:16, 17) In God, the
only good, lies inherently all conceivable good or
goods; and in choice of separation from God lies
iInherently all conceivable evil or evils. In the
original choice of Lucifer to exercise his existenc
his faculties and powers, apart from God, there lay
all the evil that has ever been or that can ever be
He thus became the very prince of evil; the author
of all the evil that the universe can ever know.
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This earth was formed to be inhabited. (Isaiah
45:18) When it had been created, God created mar
upon it, and appointed him to have, under God,
“*dominion” over the beast of the field and the fowl
of the air and the fishes of the se, and over every
creeping thing that moves upon the earth. (Genesis
1:26; Psalm 8:5-9)

The two ways

The government of man himself was self-
government under God, with God, and in God; and
he was created thus to remain forever. But Satan in
his bad ambition and thirst of usurpation came to
this world; and the man chose to abandon the
government of God and to take a course contrary to
the will, and outside the design, of God. By this
choice he fell under the power of the chief
opponent of all government, and the author of
anarchy. The world had changed rulers. But to the
usurper of the dominion of the earth and man, God
said, “I will put enmity between thee and the
woman, and between thy seed and her seed.”
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(Genesis 3:15) Thus God broke up the absolutism
of the dominion of Satan over man; and opened the
way for man to return to allegiance to God, and so
to true government; for this was the gift of Christ
— the gift of salvation from the sin into which man
had been drawn. The history of this world as it is
had begun.

But even then the history of this world would
not have been as it has been, had there not beel
even further apostasy; for if all men from Adam
onward had accepted this gift of salvation, the
history of this world would not have been what it
IS. Violence would not have characterized the
course of man. There would not have been nations,
kingdoms, and empires afflicting the earth with
contention, wars, and oppression. The would have
been Society, but not States or Kingdoms. God
would still have been the only Ruler. But not dll o
the descendants of Adam would recognize God,
not all would accept the gift of salvation. Thigtfa
Immediately appeared: for of the very first two
sons of the first man, one chose the Way of true
government — self-government according to the
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will, and within the purpose, of God; the other
chose the way of lawlessness and anarchy — the
way of Satan. And in this first appearance of that
essential separation between those who choose the
Way of God and those who will not, there appeared
also that which has ever accompanied the choice of
separation from God — arrogance, oppression, and
slaughter. Cain choosing not the way of true self-
government, did not govern himself. Upon this he
presumed to govern the other, and to put himself in
the place of God to the other; and when this could
not be allowed, he killed him. gpnesis 4:6-8)

Another son was born, who chose the Way of
true government — self-government according to
the will, and within the purpose, of God. This man
was allowed to live, and he was succeeded by
others of that Way. (Genesis 4:25, 26) Cain was
succeeded by others of his way — yea by those
who even enlarged his way; for his descendant in
the sixth generation not only justified himself in
murder, but introduced polygamy. (Genesis 4:19-
23) The two classes thus distinguished In the earth
continued.: the lawless elements multiplying and
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the lawlessness increasing until “the earth was
filled with violence.” The anarchy became
universal and so fixed to that quench it there were
required the waters of the universal Flood. And in
the ark, in the eight personshwv of all the earth’s
Inhabitants espoused the Way of self-government,
true government was preserved by the waters of the
same Flood that quenched the opposing anarchy.
And so the third time the Creator started mankind
upon the earth upon the principle of true
government — self-government with God and in
God.

Yet in spite of the awful demonstration of the
fearful results of taking the wrong way, it was hut
short time before that way was again chosen; and
again was developed the two classes — those wha
on the earth espoused true government and those
who would not. Among those who had chose to
exercise their faculties and powers apart from God,
idolatry was substituted for the recognition of God
For though “they knew God, they glorified him not
as God, neither were thankful; but became vain in
their imaginations, and their foolish heart was
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darkened. Professing themselves to be wise they
became fools, and changed the glory of the
uncorruptible God into an image and like to
corruptible man, and to birds, and four-footed
beasts, and creeping things.” (Romans 1:21-23)
And in just the degree in which the knowledge of
God was disregarded, the absence of true
government was manifested, and confusion and
lawlessness prevailed. And in the nature of things,
amongst the Iidolatrous and violent ones, the
strongest prevailed. And when the strong had
prevailed, they held the power which in the contest
they had gained; and, in the true spirit of thedal
government, having abandoned self-government
according to the will and within the purpose of
God, they asserted dominion over others according
to their own will, and in furtherance of their own
design. And such is the origin of monarchy — the
assertion of man in the place of God — upon the
earth.

Origin of monarchy

And it is curious as well as important to notice
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how idolatry aided in this bad development.

First, they did know God, but they rejected
Him. They chose not to glorify Him as God, nor to
be thankful, nor even to recognize Him: “they did
not like to retain God in their knowledge.”
(Romans 1:28) Then idols were put in His place.
But these idols were but the creation of their own
perverse imaginations. The idols were only the
Imaging of their own false conceptions, and so
were but the representations of themselves. And
when they had put these idols in the place of God,
the idols being but the representations of
themselves, it was perfectly easy and also peyfectl
natural and logical that they should presently put
themselves in the place of the idols, as the agents
of the idol, and the executors of its will whiclon
the beginning was but their own will cast from the
occasion upon the idol.

For, strictly and truly speaking, literally the Ido
was nothing. All that it could possibly be was what
Its creators and worshipers conceived it to bes Thi
conception was altogether their own. Then,
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whatever will, character, or purpose the idol could
possibly have was but the will, character, or
purpose of the one who made it or worshiped Iit.
And the idol being helpless to execute this will or
to manifest either character or purpose it fell
iInevitably to the maker or worshiper of the idol,
himself to make this manifest. And since the idol
had been put in the place of God, and since all the
idol could ever possibly be was simplyhat its
maker and worshiper himself was, this was simply
to put the man, the worshiper of the idol, in the
place of God. And when apostasy had reached this
point, confusion and turbulence had reached the
point at which it was only the power of force that
could prevail; and the force which prevailed most,
maintained its place and power by the assertion of
dominion over others according to the will and
purpose of the one man who exerted it. Thus arose
monarchy in the world. In the nature of the case,
the monarch was in the place of God.

Nor is this mere theory; not yet is it merely
philosophy. It I1s fact — fact according to the
records of the times in which this bad development
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occurred. For in the earliest records of the rate,
totally and widely separated places, such is the
record. In earliest records in the plain of Shiniae,
cradle of the race of the Flood, in every instance
the ruler bears not the title of king, but of “wiog”

of the idol god, which is held to be truly king.
These records reveal clearly that there had been &
time when these same people recognized god as the
only King and the only Ruler. These records also
reveal the fact that these people had not yet gone
far in apostasy that the one in authority, the one
who exercised rulership, could dare to assume
positively the title of king. But the idol which da
been put in the place of God could be made to bear
God’s title of King and true Ruler; and then the
man who would usurp the place and prerogative of
God over men, could deftly insinuate himself as
viceroy, vicegerent, or substitute, of the idol god
who, in the figment of men, still bore the dignity
and title of king.

Such also is the record In earliest Assyria, In
earliest Egypt, and even among our own ancient
Anglo-Saxon progenitors. The persistence of the
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principle of illustrated in the conception of king
our own English language; for “among the English,
at least, the kingly houses all claimed descemhfro
the blood of the gods. Every king was a son of
Woden.”

Thus, by these widely separated and
Independent records, It iIs demonstrated that the
concept of kingship in the human race was
originally recognized as belonging only to God.
And this so exclusively that when idols were put in
the place of God (which idols were themselves
nothing, but were in fact the reflection of the raak
of the idols), this title must abide exclusivelythvi
the figment, which stood in the place of God.

Origin of the state and empire

But as apostasy continued, and the asserters 0f
dominion and power over others became more
bold, there came Nimrod, the one, and the first one
who was so bold as to take the himself from the
idols the title and the prerogatives of king, which
by the makers of the idols had been taken from
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God and placed upon the idol.

This i1s not to say that there should be no
governments, nor is it to say that there shouldde
monarchy on earth. It is only to say that without
such apostasy there never could have been
monarchy. But when such apostasy had come, and
consequent turbulence and violence prevailed, it
was better that there should be even monarchy suct
as that of Nimrod, than that there should be no
government at all, but only anarchy. It were better
that there should such government as that of
Nimrod, or of Nero, than that there should be none
on earth. But apostasy must of necessity go a long
way from true and original government — self-
government with God — before there could be
required such government as that of Nimrod or of
Nero.

The peopling of the earth by the sons of Noah
IS the origin of nations in the world; for of therns
of Noah and their families, after their generatjons
It Is written: “By these were the nations divided |
the earth after the flood;” and “of them was the
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whole earth overspread.” This is the true record of
the peopling of the earth, and there is no other.
Without this the history of any people must lack

that essential part — the true beginning. But
whoever will really study the tenth chapter of

Genesis will know the true origin of every people

and nation of the world.

In this first peopling of the earth, the
government was that of the individual. The
associations were those of the family, or the
enlarged family — tribes; and the government was
of the individual — self-government. There a
Society, but no State. The earth was free to all:
there were no territorial lines. But apostasy grew
and prevailed. And as apostasy grew, despotism in
man inevitably grew and asserted dominion over
others. This culminated in Nimrod’s ambition —
the ambition not only for kingship, but for empire;
not only the establishment of a kingdom of single
government, but also the expansion of single
government into widespread dominion. Thus arose
the State: territorialism, and imperialism. Men
were made subject to power merely because they
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happened to be in the territory claimed by the
would-be monarch. This meant congquest and
oppression; because God had created mankind free
and to be free: and even in his apostasy the lbve o
freedom is In him. But in the presence of
monarchismand imperialism, this freedom of man
never could be recognized or have any place: it
must be ruthlessly crushed out in order that
monarchy and empire, the one-man power of the
world, might prevail and be duly honored. This is
how it is that Nimrod was a ighty hunter before
the Lord: not merely a hunter of wild beasts, but
more a pursuer and crusher of men; and, therefore,
a more exact translation of the original expression
reads, “He was an over-bearing tyrant in Jehovah'’s
sight.”

Empire in undisputed sway

Nimrod’s ambition was continued by others In
that day, and has been continued even to the
present hour. So full is this true that the histofy
this thing — the history of kingdoms by the
ambition of rulers rising into empire, dominating
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the world for a little season, and falling befone t
rising of another of the sakind and to the same
purpose — is largely the history of the world. But
It was a task, it cost a mighty and long-continued
struggle, for imperial power so to fix and estadblis
itself as to reign in undisputed sway. Nimrod began
it, and after him others continued it in the empire
of Shinar, Chaldea, Elam, Karrak, Accad, Babel,
early Assyria, Egypt, later Assyria, and Babylonia:
It required the exercise of all the power of these
dominions in succession to establish recognized
Imperial sway. It required the perpetual hammering
of all these Iin succession so to subdue the native
love and assertion of individual God-given
freedom in mankind that it would last submit
unresisting to imperial sway. Through all this
period of history, from Nimrod to Nebuchadnezzar,
not only was each monarch obliged to conquer for
himself all the people who had been subjected to
the empire before him, but in many instances each
succeeding king to the throne of the established
empire was obliged to conguer to himself the very
people of the empire to which he had succeeded,
and which his predecessor, often his own father,
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had conquered. And often beyond this, so strong
was the love freedom and so persistent was the
assertion of it, that as empire spread it became
necessary, not only that each succeeding monarct
should congquer anew to himself the very people
who had been conquered by his own father, but he
himself, to maintain his dominion, was compelled
to conquer and reconquer annually the very same
people during the whole of his reign. For instance,
Shalmaneser Il, 905- 870 BC, In his reign of thirty
five year made thirty-three military expeditions,
twenty-nine of which he led in person, and many of
which were made into the same countries and to
conquer the same peoples whom he himself had
conguered in the year or years before. And such
was the experience of both his predecessors and hi:
successors in the imperial power of Assyria. Yet
they all persistently continued it for eight hurdire
years, reducing the peoples to the condition
presented in the Bible in the Assyrian’s own boast,
that he was enabled to gather the riches of the
peoples as one gathers eggs form under sitting hen
when she is so subdued that she neither “moved the
wing nor opened the mouth nor peeped.” (Isaiah
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10:14) And so it continued until the empire of
Assyria itself was finally broken down by a
concerted revolt and Babylon, Egypt, and Media.

But no sooner was the Assyrian empire
dissipated by these three powers, than the king of
Babylon indulged the same old imperial ambition,
and began the invasion of the peoples and nations
to subdue them unto himself. In this he was fully
succeeded by his son Nebuchadnezzar, “the terrible
of the nations.” (Ezekiel 27:7; 80:10, 11:32:11) 12
And the conguests made by this “terrible of the
nations.” were indeed so terrible, after this suglo
and so severe pressure that had been put upon ther
by Assyria, that at last they were so worn by the
perpetual hammering, which was now heavier than
all in the strokes of this “hammer of the whole
earth,” (Jeremiah. 50:23; Isaiah 14:4-6) that they
yielded. They practically accepted the situation as
one which could not be escaped, and sat down in
sullen submission to one single word-power.
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Introduction

Then began the second phase of history. The
ambition for empire had now triumphed; and now
It was to be demonstrated just what empire in full
and undisputed sway would do. What Babylon did
In undisputed sway of empire was, through luxury
and vice, to sink herself in everlasting ruin, myo
twentythree years from the death of
Nebuchadnezzar.

Then worldly power in undisputed sway fell to
media and Persia. In one hundred and ninety-six
years, this empire from exemplary temperance and
sobriety, fell to such luxury and vice that she too
must sink forever: to be succeeded by the world-
empire of Grecia In undisputed sway. She, too,
pursued the same course to the same end; to be I
turn succeeded by the world-empire of Grecia Iin
undisputed sway; and this, in turn, to pursue the
same course in the same way and to the same end
annihilating ruin.

Thus world-empire in undisputed sway had
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demonstrated in the fullest possible measure and in
Intense degree precisely what it would do, and only
what it could do, when exercised In fullest and
absolutely undisputed measure.

Then came the third phase of history: and it is
still apostasy and empire. No lesson was learned by
men, of the essential vanity of empire; so that, In
the presence of the best opportunity ever offered
since the peopling of the earth after the flood, no
attempt was made to recognize the individuality of
man, and to cultivate this, in recognition of God,
and to the true glory of God and man. But the
apostate church, which professed to be in the world
for this very purpose, and which still remained
amidst the ruins of the vanished Roman empire,
Instead of taking this position in the world, and
appealing to and building upon this principle in
men, simply exalted herself in the samld sinful
ambition of imperial world power.

Ecclesiastical empire

Into this she deceived herself by the seduction
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that in all these instances of the past, empire had
fallen of itself, and had failed to save the world,
“because the rulers were bad, and because the
system was only of the world itself.” But if there
could be the reign of the “good people,” and the
system be not of the world but of “the church,’sthi
being empire which both in itself an in its essainti
system was divine, “must certainly bless an save
the world.” “Only let us, the good people, have the
power. Let the men of God — the bishops — have
dominion. Recognize their authority. Let them,
with the dictates of the church, have full sway.
Then the government and empire will be but the
Kingdom and God itself. The empire being the
Kingdom of God, the capital city of the church,
being the capital city of this Kingdom of God, will
be the very city of God — the eternal city.”

Thus ecclesiastical empire is the third phase of
history. And the result of this reign of the soledl
“best people” of the earth was simply the worst
oppression, the fiercest despotism, and the most
terrible hammering that was ever put upon any
people by any power on the earth. For this was a
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despotism over both body and soul, and
demonstrated itself to be simply and “unmitigated
curse, politically, socially, and morally.” It is
described in the Scripture by the expressions: “the
man of sin;” “the son of perdition;” “the mystery o
Iniquity;” “that wicked;” “Babylon, the great, the
mother of harlots and abominations of the earth;”
and “the beast,” that would “wear out the saints of
the Most High.” (2 Thessalonians 2:1-8; Revelation
17:3-6; Revelation 13:1-7; Daniel. 7:25)

As God sent Christianity to save the world
from the despotism of Rome In its first phase; so,
In the Reformation, He sent Christianity again to
save the world from Rome in this later and worst
phase. And as there was a great apostasy from the
truth of Christianity in the days of Rome in itsstfi
phase; so also there has been a great apostasy frot
the true Christianity of the Reformation in the slay
of Rome In its later and worst phase. And as that
first great apostasy from the truth of Christianity
developed “the beast,” which is Rome in its worst
phase; so this second great apostasy from the trutt
of Christianity develops “the image of the beast,”
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which under the beast causes “the earth and therr
that dwell therein to worship the first beast.”
(Revelation 13:11-14) Thus the development of the
Image of the beast is but the revival and
continuation of the principles and reign of the
original ecclesiastical empire. And the world ends
with the united powers of the beast and his image
iIn full sway; for when the Lord comes in the
fullness of His glory, “these both” are overtaken
“alive,. and are destroyed in the consuming power
of the overwhelming brightness of His glory.
(Revelation 19:11-20) Thus ecclesiastical empire,
culminating in the united sway of the beast and his
Image, Is the final phase of empire and of the
world’s history.

Thus it is seen that the history of the world,
literally as that history has occurred, without any
theorizing or contriving, stands out clearly divide
Into three great and characteristic periods:-

The first period, from Nimrod to
Nebuchadnezzar - the rise and establishment of
empire.
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The second period, from Nebuchadnezzar to
the fall of Rome — the demonstration of what
worldempire in absolutely undisputed sway would
do; and which id demonstrated over and over so
thoroughly as to make it impossible for any one in
sober thought to mistake fit.

The third period, from the fall or Rome to the
end of the world: a new and distinct phase of
empire, diverse even from that one which had been
“diverse from all’ (Daniel 17:19, 23, 24) — an
ecclesiastical world power; the reign of “the gdod,
the rulership of “the church,” which developed the
worst empire of all, that of the beast. And this,
revived, confirmed and aided by the image of the
beast; and continuing to the end of the worldgis t
be annihilated “alive” in an intensely deserved
perdition at the coming of the Lord.

Now the divine contention with this evil order
of things, throughout all its phases, is another
essential of the philosophy of history. For against
this course of things, at every step of the way
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throughout the world’s experience, there has been
set the true and divine principles of righteousness
and of government.

God’s protest

In the Bible there is fully set forth this side of
the story; and, in this, the true philosophy of the
whole story. Without the Bible, that philosophy
never can be known. For it can not be denied that
the Bible reveals the fact that at the crisis ad th
history of each one of these great empires thas hav
dominated the world, God has directly manifested
Himself; and, without a single exception, has
manifested Himself in protest. The Bible reveals
that God set a protest against Nimrod’s ambition,
and against Chedorlaomer’s sway; likewise that of
the Pharaoh of Egypt. By the prophet Samuel, God
entered most solemn protest against the
establishment of kingship In Israel. To early
Assyria, by the prophet Jonah, He sent a message
of protest, and a call to repentance; and in the
affairs of later Assyria, God revealed Himself
again and again. At the height of the dominion of
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Babylon, He more than once entered protest, and
called to righteousness the mighty Kking
Nebuchadnezzar. In the final crisis of Babylon, by
His own handwriting on the wall, He entered His
protest and pronounced judgment. To the mighty
kings of Media and Persia He revealed Himself in
Instruction and protest, and called them to the way
of righteousness, and so continued as along as evel
He could endure it. When the “prince of Grecia”
arose, He likewise called him to the way of
righteousness. When the Grecian power, by
transgression to the full, had sunk herself, and
mighty Rome came in, God revealed Himself to
Rome and to the world, and,in the person of His
Son, came to make perfectly plain the way of
righteousness and self-government, in viel
judgment of come. (Acts 24:24, 25) And when this
most exalted One thus humbled Himself and came
to show the Way, He came saying to God, His
Father, “I am thy servant forever.” “I delight to.d
Thy will, O My God; yea, Thy law is within my
heart.”(Psalm 40:6-8) “I can of Mine Own Self do
nothing”; (John 5:30) “the Father that dwells In
Me, He does the works.” (John 14:10) “My
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doctrine is not Mine, but His that sent Me.” (John
7:16) “He gave me a commandment, what | should
say, and what | should speak.” (John 12:49) “I
came . . . not to do Mine own will, but the will of
Him that sent Me,” “and to finish His work.” (John
6:38; 4:34) “Not My will, but Thine, be done.”
(Matthew 26:39) This He did all of His own free,
eternal choice. And thus He not only slealvthe
way, but He Is eternally “the Way,” of true,
original and ultimate government; that it s self-
government, under God, with God, and in God.
And only in Christianity, as Christianity is In
Christ, is found this true self-government, this
original and ultimate government. But, even in this
display of divine condescension, He was renounced
and rejected. He grace was continuously beaten off,
perverted, and trodden under food. Yet still,
through all the consequent Dark Ages, He revealed
Himself in protest, culminating in the mighty
demonstration of the Reformation. And in the new
nation of the United States, founded “upon the
principles on which the Gospel was first
propagated, and the reformation from popery
carried on,” God set before all the world a great
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national example of protest against monarchy and
iImperialism of every kind, ecclesiastical or civil.
And when this great example is perverted to the
very building up of that against which it was
originally established as that protest among
nations, God still reveals Himself in protest iatth
mighty message of solemn warning to every nation
and kindred and tongue and people, against the
worship by “any man” of the beast and his image,
or the receiving of his mark. (Revelation 14:6-12)

The better view

In view of these Iindisputable facts and
connections, extending from the beginnings of
history to the present day, how is it possible to
understand history without the Bible? Without the
Bible, history is altogether one-sided: and it meo
sided on the wrong side. without with the Biblesit
all imbued with life and philosophy. And thus
alone can it be truly said that “history is philpby
teaching by example.” Without the Bible the origin
of man on the earth can not be known. Without the
Bible the origin of monarchy and the State can not
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be certainly known. Without the Bible the real
reason of the succession of the empires can not be
known. Without the Bible the real meaning of
Alexander’s marvelous career, as well as important
events in the reigns of many other kings, can eot b
known. For it is simply the abiding truth that runs
through all the history of the world, that “The Mos
High rules in the kingdom of men, and gives it to
whosoever He will.” This abiding truth is the true
explanation of a multitude of singular facts and
occurrences in the history of the world; and this
alone iIs the source of the true philosophy of
history.

History compiled and studied in this view is a
far more intelligible thing than is the history tha
composed and studied only from the side of what is
usually considered as history — history without the
Bible, or history without God. History considered
thus is far more than possibly can be any record of
marches, battles, and sieges in the rise and ffall o
powers, and the portrayal of the careers of the
world’s conquerors.
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However, history in the true and complete idea
will not exclude these other things. The marches,
the battles, the sieges, the rise and fall of the
powers, and the careers of the world’s conquerors
— all these things will necessarily be included in
the history; because they are Iinevitably and
materially a part of his history; but history, from
the true standpoint and in the true philosophyl wil
be of wider and more farreaching meaning than
any or all of these things. The student will livea
higher realm. The thoughts to which his mind will
be directed will be laden with far more weighty
substance; will be fraught with far higher, deeper,
and wider meaning; and the lessons learned will be
of far greater value, than any that can possibly be
found in history in the commonly accepted sense
— history without the Bible, history without God.

In the study of history in this true way, instead
of the student getting merely a knowledge of a
series of dates and events, and of a systematic
record of occurrences that are past, that ever will
past, and that can never have any particular place
or bearing in his own conduct — instead of this, he
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obtains a knowledge of living principles which
give him the philosophy of all those occurrences,
and which becomes a living thing and sure guide Iin
his own personal daily conduct, and also in his
consideration of the national and world
occurrences of his own day.

One great and valuable result of the study of
history In this view is that the student is lifttedm
the consideration of merely human occurrences and
the exploits of men, to the grander plane of the
contemplation of the divine purpose running
through human occurrences. It lifts him from the
plane of mere hero-worship to the contemplation of
the wisdom of God. For, unquestionably, it can not
be denied — it can scarcely even be doubted —
that one specific result, if not the chief one o
study of history as history is commonly considered
IS to full the mind of the student with the veryrgp
of hero-worship, and the forming of his character
after the image of the world’'s conquerors. And
what is the character of the world’s conquerors? It
Is doubtful whether this character is anywhere
more clearly portrayed, or the truth concerning it
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more briefly and forcibly told than in that awful
picture, entitled “The World’s Conguerors.” A long
line of them is portrayed: a line so long thatidés

In the distance. Mounted and panoplied they are
marching in their might, with a tread that seems to
make the earth tremble. In the center of the very
front is Caesar. Following so closely that with him
they almost form a rank, are seen the faces of
Alexander, Napoleon, Attila, Rameses II,
Charlemagne, and others fading away until the
features can not be distinguished. And as this long
line of mighty ones moves proudly along, on each
side of the proud array is an equally long, fading
double line of stark dead men: the ghastly evidence
of the fact that these are the world’s conquerors!

Earth’s heroes

And hero-worship is the admiration of these! it
IS the ambition and the aspiration to be such as
these! But there is a better philosophy of history
than that. There is a better spirit to be imbibed.
There is a better ambition to be inculcated. There
a better aspiration to be indulged. For thougheit b
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true that as the world goes and as history stamds |
Its accepted form, there are the world’s conguerors
they are not earth’s true heroes. To know earth’s
true and to partake of their spirit, to be imbuathw
the ambition and the aspiration to be like them,
never results in hero-worship: it draws ratherte t
worship of God, whose Spirit alone in His work
and in His purpose can make true heroes.

“They are coming this way!” he said, — the
angel who kept the gate, —

“They enter the city here. Would you see their
cohorts? Wait.

Within is a great feast spread, and the air with
music stirs;

For the King himself shall sit this day with the
banqueters.”

The heroes of earth! For these, in their march
up the aisles of palm,

| would wait: from within came forth the surge
of a swelling psalm.

At thought of the nearing hosts, | shrank In
awesome dread —

Chief captains and mighty men, who should
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pass with their martial tread.

Then, slowly, out of the mists up the way
whence | looked to see,

With glory along their crests, and light on their
panoply,

The warriors, splendor-shod, with whose names
Time’s annals ring —

Came a bank of pilgrims; worn as from years of
journeying.

Slowly, with halting steps, they come; their
unsandaled feet

Are bruised by jagged stones, are scorched by
the desert’s heat;

Their faces are white, and lined with vigil and
patient pain;

Their forms are beaten and marred by the storm
and the hurricane;

But the stronger uphold the week — and their
leader upholds a cross.

Impatient, | look away down the slopes where
the palm plumes toss;
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Impatient, | turn to him, the angel who keeps
the gate, —

“But the heroes? Where are they, for whom you
bade me wait?”

For answer, the gate swings wide, and dawn
streams out on the night;

And that way-worn band pass through, their
raiment white as the light.

For answer, | hear a voice from the heart of the
halos say,

While the veiled angel bows: “Earth’s heroes?
These are they!”

Of these are Abel, Noah, Abraham, Joseph,
Moses, David Daniel, Paul;

the long line of Christians of the primitive
church and of the Dark Ages;

Militz, Conrad of Waldhausen, Matthias of
Janow, Wicklif, Huss, Jerome,

Luther, of the Reformation period —

these, and such as these, are earth’s heroes an
the world’s true conquerors.

For this is the victory that conquers the world,
even faith.
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And he that rules his own spirit is greater than
he that takes a city.

It Is upon this philosophy of history that has
been constructed the Empire Series — “The
Empires of the Bible,” “The Great Empires of
Prophecy,” “Ecclesiastical Empire,” and “The
Great Nations of To-day.” The events that have
marked the experiences of the peoples and nations
of this world have occurred, these events have been
recorded, and the record stands. These events hav
occurred without any relation whatever to what any
man might think; and without any reference
whatever to any views or theories that any man
might frame. These events have occurred in a
certain order, and in no other order. The aim & th
Empire Series has been solely to follow this order
of events and to gather from the most authoritative
sources the facts exactly as they have occurred.
And when these facts have been gathered in the
order of their occurrence, and have been placed in
their true setting in the light of the Bible, thiyach
their own lessons: and what these lessons are Is
easy to be seen, and is of unmistakable import.
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Distinctly a study of the bible

As the Bible transcends all other means of
knowing both the order and the true meaning of the
course of events on the earth, the Bible has
supplied the thread upon which has been strung the
whole story in the Empire Series. Whoever will
study this history can not fail to see how exactly
the story of the events fits upon the thought ef th
Bible, and how easily the history is then
understood and how satisfactorily everything is
explained. It will be seen that from beginning to
end the record in the Bible and that outside of the
Bible are but the complement of each other: and
this not merely in general outline, but in close
detail. For Instance, the Bible says that
“Sennacherib king of Assyria came up against all
the fenced cities of Judah, and took them. And
Hezekiah king of Judah sent to the king of Assyria
to Lachish, saying, | have offended; return from
me: that which thou puts on me will | bear. And the
king of Assyria appointed unto Hezekiah king of
Judah three hundred talents of silver and thirty
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talents of gold.” But the Bible does not tell whiat
was in which Hezekiah had offended and that
caused him thus to surrender without any defense
whatever of his capital. Yet Sennacherib’s history
does tell what Hezekiah’'s offense was (see
“Empires of the Bible,” chapter 23, paragraph 15-
23). On the other hand, the Assyrian records tell
that “Sennacherib’s reign was ended by an
Insurrection in which he was murdered by his own
son;” but does not give the name nor tell what
became of his sons who raised the insurrection, but
who did not succeed to the kingdom (see “Empires
of the Bible,” chapter 23, paragraph 85, and
chapter 24, paragraphs 1-3); yet the Bible gives th
names of these sons of Sennacherib, and tells tha
they “escaped into Armenia. And Esarhaddon his
son reigned in his stead.”(2 Kings 19:37) Like
Instances might be multiplied indefinitely; indeed,
the history itself when fully written from both sisl
presents almost an infinite series of such instgnce
and is but a perpetual demonstration of the albsolut
unity of the Bible and the history; and that true
history Is obtained only when the two are joined in
the one story which they essentially are.
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The study of his history, therefore, in the
Empire Series is from beginning to end distinctly a
study of the Bible. The first volume, “The Empires
of the Bible,” is a study of the Bible as it relat®
the history of the world from the confusion of
tongues or peopling of the earth and the beginning
of monarchy and empire, to the captivity of Israel
to Babylon. The second volume, “The Great
Empires of Prophecy,” is a study of the Bible as it
relates to the history of the world under the great
empires of Babylon, MedoPersia, Grecia, and
Rome, from the reign of Nebuchadnezzar to the fall
of Rome. The third volume, “Ecclesiastical
Empire,” is a study of the Bible as it relateslte t
history of the world in Western Europe through the
Middle Ages, and the reign of the papacy in the
Dark Ages. The fourth volume — *“The
Reformation, and the Great Nations of To-day” —
IS a study of the Bible as it relates to the
Reformation, to Protestantism, to the career of
Mohammedanism, and to the history of the East,
culminating in the great nations of to-day and the
all-absorbing Eastern Question. And throughout,
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the whole story is “to the intent that the livingayn
know that the Most High rules in the kingdoms of
men.”

The author’s aim has been not so much to write
a history of the world’s empires, as to construct a
history from the best that has already been written
as far as possible in the very language of the best
authorities; and with the history as it is in thidlB,
and as it is outside the Bible, woven together into
the one history which they really are. Thus the
reader has before him the complete story from both
sources, and largely in the exact words of the best
history of each empire of period. Every
consideration certainly justifies this as the esy
to present the history of the world’s empires. For
no one person could possible know or tell the story
of all, so well as the story of each must be known
and told by the person or persons who have
especially studied and written it. This plan of
presenting the history of each empire or period In
the very language of the best authorities was
entirely original with the author. But since thesfi
edition of the Empire Series was published, this
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plans has received strong and most satisfactory
endorsement in the publication in England and the
United States of a large and full twenty-five
volume History of the World that is constructed
wholly upon this plan. And because of this feature
alone, it is expected to, and undoubtedly will,
supersede all others as the truest History of the
World. With such endorsement of the plan of the
work, it is with the more satisfaction that thisane
edition of the Empire Series Is issued.
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Chapter 1

The Origin of Nations

“These are the three sons of Noah: and of them
was the whole earth overspread.” (Genesis 9:19)

The Bible reveals the origin of nations as well
as the origin of the world, of man, of sin, and of
salvation. In all these things the Bible record is
correct, because it is the word of God. “All
Scripture Is given by inspiration of God.”

In the tenth chapter of Genesis there is a
catalogue of the sons and sons’ sons of Noah, anc
the catalogue and chapter close with these words:
“These are the families of the sons of Noah, after
their generations, in their nations: and by these
were the nations divided In the earth after the
flood.” In this chapter there is given us the arigi
of nations; and from these have come all the races
and nations of men. That this has been doubted or
disputed, does not affect the fact. The recordear
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every fair and genuine test that is put upon i an
every such test, however searching, only serves
more clearly to demonstrate the perfect truthfuanes
of the record made by Moses thirty-four hundred
years ago, and that still stands in the book of
Genesis.

On this Professor George Rawlinson says:
“That precious document the ‘“Toldoth Beni Noah,’
or ‘Book of the Generations of the Sons of Noah,’
well deserves to be called ‘the most authentic
record that we possess for the affiliation of
nations.” “The Mosaical narrative conveys the
exact truth — a truth alike in accordance with the
earliest classical traditions, and with the latest
results of modern comparative philology.”

And again: “The ‘Toldoth Beni Noah’ has
extorted the admiration of modern ethnologists,
who continually find in it anticipations of their
greatest discoveries. . . . On the whole, the sehem
of ethnic affiliation given in the tenth chapter of
Genesis Is pronounced ‘safer’ to follow than any
other; and the ‘Toldoth Beni Noah,” commends
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itself to the ethnic inquirer as ‘the most authenti
record that we possess for the affiliation of
nations,” and as a document ‘of the very highest
antiquity.™

Says M. Francois Lenormant: “In the tenth
chapter of the book of Genesis, Moses gives us a
table of the nations known in his time as affilchte
to these three great chiefs [Shem, Ham, and
Japheth] of the new race of post-diluvian humanity.
This Is the most ancient, the most precious, the
most complete document which we possess on the
distribution of the ancient nations of the world...
This document furnishes an inestimably valuable
basis for the researches of ethnography, thahes, t
science which Investigates the relationships of
nations with each other, and their origin. The
attentive study of historical tradition, the
comparison of languages, and the examination of
the physiological characteristics of different
nations, lead to results in complete accordande wit
the inspired volume.”

“In the Bible, this subject [of the origin and
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affinity of races], like all other scientific quests,

IS rather touched upon incidentally as connected
with the history of mankind, than in any formal and
exact manner; yet the information thus afforded is
of Inestimable value, being, in fact, the only
trustworthy clue to guide the investigator through
the labyrinth in which later complications, and
especially recent speculations, have involved the
whole matter. Infidelity has striven hard to impugn
the statements of Scripture on this ground
especially; and it is therefore satisfactory to Wno
that the most candid and general researches
strongly tend to corroborate the positions of Holy
Writ relative to all the main points involved ineth
discussion.”

Until the building of the tower of Babel, the
descendants of Noah all dwelt together relatively |
the same region, “And the whole earth was of one
language, and of one speech.” (Genesis 11:1) Then
at the building of the tower, God confounded their
language so that they could not understand one
another's speech. “So the Lord scattered them
abroad from thence upon the face of all the earth:
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and they left off to build the city. Therefore st
name of it called Babel; because the Lord did there
confound the language of all the earth: and from
thence did the Lord scatter them abroad upon the
face of all the earth.” (Genesis 11: 8,9)

In an inscription of the great Nebuchadnezzar
there is a curious and striking reference to this
story of Babel and the confusion of tongues. He
tells how he had repaired and embellished the
tower in honor of one of his gods, saying: —

“The first, which is the house of the earth’s
base, the most ancient monument of Babylon, |
built and finished it; | have highly exalted itsdue
with bricks covered with copper. We say for the
other, that is, this edifice, the house of the &eve
Lights of the Earth, the most ancient monument of
Borsippa: A former king built it (they reckon forty
two ages), but he did not complete its head. Since
remote time people had abandoned it, without
order expressing their words. Since that time, the
earthquake and the thunder had dispersed its sun
dried clay; the bricks of the casing had been ,split
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and the earth of the interior had been scattered in
heaps.”

“The discovery of this inscription points out to
us, among the ruins still lifting their heads ardun
the site of ancient Babylon, the still gigantic
remains of a monument which, the days of
Nebuchadnezzar, was believed to be the tower of
Babel. It is this that the inhabitants of the count
still call ‘Birs Nimrod,’ ‘the tower of Nimrod,’ ad,

In the midst of the plains, it still looks like a
mountain. . . . Our knowledge of the Assyrian
tongue has revealed that the name ‘Borsippa’
meant, in that idiom, ‘the tower of tongues.’
Babylon is often designated in the cuneiform texts
by a symbolical name, ideographically written,
meaning ‘the town of the root of languages;’
Borsippa, by another, meaning ‘the town of the
dispersion of tribes.” These names seem almost like
medals struck to commemorate the ancient
tradition of the plains of Shinar.”

Another inscription found in that country
plainly refers to the confusion of tongues. The
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writing iIs much mutilated, but lines enough are
complete to make plain the object of the
Inscription, which was nothing else than to tell of
an attempt at Babylon to build a “stronghold,” or
tower. The lines that are complete, or nearly s®, a
In exact accord with Genesis 11: 4-8, and read as
follows: —

“. .. Babylon corruptly to sin went and
small and great mingled on the mound.

Their work all day they founded,
to their stronghold in the night
entirely an end he made.

In his anger also the secret counsel he poured
out

to scatter abroad, his face he set

he gave a command to make strange their
speech.

Violently they fronted against him.

He saw them, and to the earth descended,
When a stop he did not make.
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Violently they wept for Babylon -
very much they wept.”

The condition of this mound, as seen in 1873,
was as follows: —

“On the 17th of March, | started from Hillah to
the mound of Birs Nimrud, which lies to the
southwest. We had scarcely left Hillah, when we
saw this splendid pile; but a marsh now extended
over a large part of the intervening country, @sai
14:22, 23) and | had to travel several miles round
Its southern edge before | could reach the sites Bi
Nimrud is one of the most imposing ruins in the
country; its standing in the midst of a vast plain
with nothing to break the view, makes the height of
the ruins more impressive. The principal mound
rises about one hundred and fifty feet above the
plain; it is in the shape of a pyramid, or cong] an
at its top stands a solid mass of vitrified bricks.
There is a splendid view of the country frahe
top, the surrounding towns and ruins being visible
for many miles. Sir Henry Rawlinson, who
examined this site, made out that it was a tower In
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seven stages: the lowest stage 272 ft. each wdy, an
26 ft. in height; the second stage was 230 ft. each
way, and 26 ft. high; the third stage was 188tt. |
length and breadth, and 26 ft. high; and the fourth
stage was 146 ft. each way, but only 15 ft. high.
From receptacles in the corners of one of these
stages, Sir Henry Rawlinson obtained inscribed
cylinders stating that the building was the temple
of the seven planets, which had been partiallyt buil
by a former king of Babylon, and, having fallen
Into decay, was restored and completed by
Nebuchadnezzar. The Birs Nimrud IS most
probably the tower of Babel of the book of
Genesis.”

The confusion of tongues and consequent
dispersion of men into nationalities occurred ia th
days of Peleg, the great-great-grandson of Shem.
“Unto Eber were born two sons: the name of one
was Peleg [that is, Division]; for in his days was
the earth divided.” (Genesis 10:25) Peleg was born
one hundred and one years after the flood. For
Shem “begat Arphaxad two years after the flood;”
Arphaxad was thirty-five years old when Salah was
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born; Salah was thirty years old when Eber was
born; and Eber was thirty-four yearsold when Peleg
was born. (Genesis 11:10-16) Thus we have
(2+35+30+34) 101 years after the flood when
Peleg was born, in whose days the families of the
sons of Noah, in their nations, were divided in the
earth.
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Chapter 2

The Sons of Japheth

These nationalities will be traced in the order in
which they are given in Genesis 10. The first
people named are “the sons of Japheth,” and the
first of these is —

Gomer

Apart from his genealogical relation there is no
mention made of Gomer in the Scriptures, except
In Ezekiel 38:6. There “Gomer and all his bands”
are spoken of in connection with Togarmah, as
being “of the north quarters.” To say nothing here
as to the age of the world when this applies, — it
being a prophecy and not history, — this passage
proves that the place of Gomer and all his bands
must be found to the north of the land of Palestine
This being the limit of the Scripture narrative
regarding Gomer and his bands, any further
Information must be gathered from other sources.
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Among profane writers the first mention of the
people of Gomer is by Homer, about 850 BC, who
says. —

“There in a lonely land, and gloomy cells,

The dusky nation of Cimmeria dwells;

The sun ne’er views the uncomfortable seats,

When radiant he advances or retreats:

Unhappy race! whom endless night invades,

Clouds the dull air, and wraps them round In
shades.”

The Cimmerians here named are the people of
Gomer, only with a slight variation in the name, —
Gomer-ians, Cimmerians, — and from 800 to 600
BC this people under the name of Cimmerii,
Gimiri, or Gomerin, played no inconsiderable part
In the affairs of western Asia. The land of darlanes
spoken of by Homer as the country of the
Cimmerians was the northern coast of the Black
Sea. There also is where AEschylus, about BC.
500, placed Cimmeria. And Herodotus, BC 484-
424, says that “the land which is now inhabited by
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the Scyths, was formerly the country of the
Cimmerians;” and that “the mart of the
Borysthenites . . . is situated in the very ceiatler
the whole seacoast of Scythia.” The Borysthenites
were the people who lived about the River
Borysthenes, and the ancient Borysthenes is the
modern Dnieper, that flows southward through
Russia, and empties into the Black Sea just west of
the Crimea.

The Cimmerians possessed the whole northern
coast of the Black Sea, and the country of the
Ukraine, that is, the country watered by the River
Dnieper and its tributaries. But in 650-600 BC, the
Scythians, who covered the vast region above the
Caucasus Mountains and the Caspian Sea, pourec
down upon the Cimmerians, and dispossessed then
of their country. The main body of the Cimmerians
moved toward the west, where we shall find them
again (see page 21), while a small section moved
down through the Caucasus Mountains into Asia
Minor, and inflicted upon its people and provinces
desolations such as had been brought upon
themselves and their country by the Scythians.
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Many a predatory raid their race had made before
In company with the Thracian tribes, but this was a
perfect torrent of desolation.

“The Cimmerian invaders carried ruin and
devastation over all the fairest regions of lower
Asia. Paphlagonia, Bithynia, lonia, Phrygia, even
Cilicia, as well as Lydia, were plundered and laid
waste; in Phrygia. Midas, the king, despairing of
any effectual resistance, on the approach of the
dreaded foe is said to have committed suicide; In
Lydia, as we know from Herodotus, they took the
capital city, all but the acropolis; in lonia, they
ravaged the valley of the Cayster, besieged
Ephesus, and, according to some accounts, burni
the temple of Diana in its vicinity; after whicheth
are thought to have proceeded southward into the
plain of the Maeander, and to have sacked the city
of Magnesia. One body, under a leader whom the
Greeks called Lygdamis, even penetrated as far as
Cilicia, and there sustained a terrible reversinat
hands of the hardy mountaineers. . . . Still the
strength of the invaders was not broken by this
defeat. It was only in the third generation tha th
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Lydian princes were able to expel them from the
territories under their dominion. Even then, itais
mistake to say that they were driven out of Asia. .

. The Cimmerians, long after the time of their
expulsion from Lydia by Alyattes, maintained
themselves in certain strongholds, as Antandrus,
which, according to Aristotle, they occupied for a
hundred years, and Sinope, where, Herodotus
Informs us, they made a permanent settlement. The
history of Lydia during the time of their supremacy
was almost a blank.”

Herodotus, speaking of his time, says: “Scythia
still retains traces of the Cimmerians,; there are
Cimmerian castles, and a Cimmerian ferry, also a
tract called Cimmeria, and a Cimmerian
Bosphorus.”

In our day traces of them still remain in the
name of the little peninsula that projects into the
Black Sea on the north, the CRIMEA, and Crim
Tartary, as well as in the Russian city Eski-Krim -
Old Krim - “which marks the site of the ancient
town of Cimmerium.” It iIs evident, therefore, that
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the country north of the Black Sea was the place of
the Cimmerians, the people of Gomer:. and the
Crimea still bears testimony to the fact: Gomer,
Gomerin, Gimiri, Cimmerii, Crimea.

Magog

This name, like that of Gomer, iIs not
mentioned in the Scriptures, apart from its
genealogical relation, except in Ezekiel 38 and 39,
and Revelation 20: 8. And, like Gomer, the land of
Magog and his people is located northward from
Palestine. Speaking of “Gog, the land of Magog,”
Ezekiel 38:15 says: “And thou shall come from thy
place out of the north parts, thou, and many people
with thee, all of them riding upon horses, a great
company, and a mighty army.” There IS an
Inscription of about 650 BC., by Assur-bani-pal,
king of Assyria, in which occur the words, “Sariti
and Payiza, sons of Gog, a chief of the Saka;” and
the Saka were the Scythians.

The Scythians, therefore, who inhabited the
vast regions to the north of the Caspian Sea, and
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who drove out the Cimmerians and took possession
of their country, were the people of Magog. By
some of the successors of Alexander the Great,
there was a wall built, called the Caucasian wall,
which extended from the western shore of the
Caspian Sea, at Derbend, almost to the easterr
shore of the Black Sea. This wall was built as a
defense against the inroads of the Scythian hordes
and is still called “the wall of Gog and Magog.”

“From the accounts found among the Arabians,
Persians, and Syrians,. . . we learn that they
comprehended under the designation Yajuj and
Majuj all the less known barbarous people of the
Northeast and Northwest of Asia.”

Of these peoples Ramband says: “Beyond the
line of Greek colonies [about the northern coast of
the Black Sea] dwelt a whole world of tribes,
whom the Greeks designated by the common name
of Scythians.”

Of the multitude of people who dwelt in this
boundless region, the chief in the time of
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Herodotus were three distinct bodies of Scythians,
properly so called.

First, there were the “Scythian cultivators,” or
“*husbandmen,” who possessed the country drained
by the Dnieper — the Ukraine — of which the
Cimmerians had been dispossessed.

Second, the Nomad or “Wandering Scythians,
who neither plow nor sow.”

Third, the Royal Scythians, “the largest and
bravest of the Scythian tribes, which looks updn al
the other tribes in the light of slaves.” These aver
of the same habits as the Wandering Scythians.
Their principal seat was between the Dnieper and
the Don.

Besides these, there was a fourth division,
composed of tribes that had revolted from the
Royal Scythians, and dwelt upon the eastern
sources of the Volga.

“The Nomads were the genuine Scythians,
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possessing the marked attributes of the race, anc
Including among their number the Royal Scythians
— hordes so much more populous and more
effective in war than the rest, as to maintain
undisputed ascendency, and to account all other
Scythians no better than their slaves.” “If theitsab

of the Scythians were such as to create in the neal
observer no other feeling than repugnance, their
force at least inspired terror. They appeared & th
eyes of Thucydides [BC. 471-429] so numerous
and so formidable that he pronounces them
Irresistible, if they could but unite, by any other
nation within his knowledge. Herodotus, too,
conceived the same idea of a race among whom
every man \@s a warrior and a practised horse-
bow-man, and who were placed by their mode of
life out of all reach of an enemy’s attack.”

About 625 BC, after driving out the
Cimmerians from the Ukraine, a torrent of the
Scythians swept down by the Caspian Sea, and
overran Media, Assyria, and Upper Mesopotamia,
and continued westward even to the Jordan, where,
on Its western bank in the land of the half-tride o
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Manasseh, the city of Bethshan was afterward
called Scythopolis from its having been captured
by the Scythians. They kept Media and Assyria in a
state of terror for about fourteen years beforg the
could be driven out.

Nor was the country of the Scythians confined
to the Dnieper, the Don, and the Volga; for when
Alexander the Great, Iin his conquering march,
reached the River Jaxartes — the present SyrDaria
- at the seventieth degree of east longitude, he
found Scythian warriors there to dispute his
passage of that river; he crossed, nevertheleds, an
defeated them. In truth, the region of the Altai
Mountains was about the center, from east to west,
of the widespread people of Magog; for they
extended from Europe to the Pacific Ocean. Of the
principal divisions of the races that sprang from
these, we may name at least nine.

(1) The ancient Mongols, or Mongolians, from
whom came the Chinese and Indo-Chinese, the
Siamese, the Anamese, the Burmese, the
Cambodians, the Thibetans, the Japanese, and th
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aborigines of North and South America, from
Alaska to Patagonia. “Says Fontaine: ‘If a
congregation of twelve men froMalacca, China,
Japan, Mongolia, the South Sea Islands, Chili,
Peru, Brazil, Chickasaws, and Comanches were
dressed alike, or undressed and unshaven, the mos
skilful anatomist could not from their appearance
separate them.™

(2) The Malays, who have peopled the Malay
Peninsula, the Malay, or East Indian Archipelago,
Madagascar, and the greater portion of the islands
of the Pacific Ocean. “This astonishing expansion
of the Malaysian peoples throughout the Oceanic
area Is sufficiently attested by the diffusion of a
common  Malayo-Polynesian  speech  from
Madagascar to Easter Island and from Hawaii to
New Zealand.”

(3) The Huns, whose *“ancient and perhaps
original seat” was Iin the country now called
Mongolia, immediately north of the Great Wall of
China; who In the early part of the third century
before Christ had spread their power eastward to
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the Pacific at the extremity of Corea, westward to
the River Irtysh, and northward to the extremity of
Lake Baikal, and against whose inroads the Great
Wall — 1500 miles long — was built to protect the
territories of China. But this great wall was bunlt
vain; for in 201 BC, the Huns swept over China
and brought it under tribute till about 87 BC, when
their power over China was broken. Their power
then steadily declined till AD 93, when it was
utterly destroyed in the east by the rise of the
Sienpi. In AD 375 they poured into Europe, and
under Attila, AD 433-453, their power was
established from the Danube to the Ural, and from
the Baltic to the Mediterranean Sea.

At the death of Attila, their power was broken,
their empire was destroyed, and they were driven
back into the Scythian steppes, in the country of
the Volga and the Ural. Their modern
representatives are the Bulgarians proper,
numbering about 1,500,000 people. “It may be
considered, as M. Zeuss has shown, as an historica
fact, that the Bulgarians were the remains of the
Hunns, who, after their defeat on the death of
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Attila, retreated to the banks of the Wolga and the
plains, extending from Bolgari [Wolga or Volga,
Wolgari, Bolgari, Bulgari, Bulgarians] to the
Euxine. From that country, called, as we have seen,
Great Bulgaria, issued the hordes of Bulgarians
who, at a later period, crossed the Danube and
established the Bulgarian kingdom.”

(4) The modern Mongols, or Moguls, who,
under Jenghiz Khan, or Zingis Khan, and his sons,
AD. 1162-1241, established their empire from the
China Sea to the borders of Moravia; almost
repeated it under Tamerlane, AD. 1361-1405; and
who still remain, in the country and nation of
Mongolia.

(5) The Tartars, who, under the name of Sienpi,
broke the power of the Huns in AD 93; who led the
vanguard in the great Mogul invasion of Europe,
AD 1238; and whose name still remains in the
Uzbeck, Kalmuck, and Crim, or Crimea, Tartars.

(6) The Turks, Turkmans, or Turcomans, who
early in the Christian era emigrated from Central
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Asia to the northern country about the Caspian and
Aral Seas. In AD 997-1028 Mahmud, the first who
bore the title of “sultan,” began a career of
conguest that has made the name and nation of the
Turks one among the most famous in history, and
now a source of constant jealousy and contention
among the nations of Europe.

(7) The Finns, who in five groups have peopled
the following countries: (a) The Finns proper, in
Finland and the Baltic provinces of Esthonia,
Livonia, and Courland; (b) the Lapps, in Lapland
and parts of northern Sweden and Norway; (c) the
Permian Finns, in the northern habitable portion of
Russia proper; (d) the Volga Finns, on both banks,
and the branches of the Upper Volga; (e) the
Ugrian Finns, between the Ural Mountains and the
Yenisel River above the fifty-ninth degree north
latitude, and in Hungary. For it was from the tabe
of Ugrian Finns that the Magyars came, who in the
ninth century were such a scourge to eastern
Europe, and who in 889 and onward finally settled
In what is now Hungary (Ugri, Wengri, Ungri,
Ungari, Hungari, Hungary). Besides these there

81



are, of the Ugrain Finns, the Esquimaux of North
America.

(8) The Sarmatians, who sprung frahe Royal
Scythians, and who in the days of Herodotus dwelt
east of the Don. Before the end of the first cgntur
of the Christian era, they had spread their name
over all eastern Europe, from the River Volga to
the Baltic Sea; and their name was even extendec
to the Baltic itself, that sea being then called th
Sarmatian Ocean. Tacitus says that in his time
Germany was “separated from Sarmatia and Dacia,
by mountains and mutual dread.” From the
Sarmatians are descended the Slavonians who hav
peopled Russia, Poland, Bohemia, Moravia, Servia,
and other provinces of lesser note, in those ragion

(9) The Parthians, who gave name to the
country of Parthia, in central Asia. They were
subdued by the great Cyrus, and their country
became one of the most important provinces of the
Medo-Persian Empire. They regained their
Independence about 250 BC, by a successful revolt
from the rule of Antiochus Theos, one of the
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“successors” of Alexander the Great. The leader in
the revolt was named Arsaces, and that name was
assumed as the kingly title by all his successass,

In Egypt “Pharaoh” was used in early times, and
“Ptolemy” in later. The kingdom thus established
went forward in a continuous course of success
until it became an empire ruling “all the lands of
central Asia,” “from the Indian Caucasus to the
Euphrates,” and continued four hundred and
seventy-eight years, from BC 250 to AD 228. By
Inflicting two terrible defeats upon the Roman
armies, — the defeat of Crassus at Carrhae, BC 53,
and the defeat of Macrinus at Nisibis, AD 217 and
218, — they “forced the arrogant Romans to
respect them, and to allow that there was at least
one nation which could meet them on equal terms
and not be worsted in the encounter;” and by a
contest of nearly three hundred years they
“obtained recognition . . . as the second power In
the world, the admitted rival of Rome, the onlylrea
counterpoise upon the earth to the power which
ruled from the Euphrates to the Atlantic Ocean.” In
AD 228 the power of the Parthians was
permanently broken by the rise of the Persian
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Artaxerxes, the son of Sasan, who established the
New Persian or Sassanian Empire.

All these are the people of Magog, and it will
be seen at a glance that “the land of Magog” is the
steppe country of northern Asia, and is now
represented Iin the Russian possessions, which
stretch from the borders of Germany to the Pacific
Ocean.

Madal

From Madai came the Medes, whose country
lay immediately southeast of the Caspian Sea; In
whose subject cities were placed the captivesef th
ten tribes taken by Sargon, king of Assyria, about
720 BC who, joined with the Persians, destroyed
the kingdom of Babylon, 538 BC, and established
the Medo-Persian Empire, that continued till 331
BC., when it was destroyed by Alexander the
Great. “That Madai is synonymous with the Medes
IS certain. He represents the great Iranian family
which holds so important a place among the
Japhetic and Arian populations.”

384



Javan

From Javan came the Greeks; for in the
Hebrew, Daniel. 8: 21 reads “king of Javan;” 10:20
“prince of Javan;” and 11:2 “realm of Javan;”
Instead of “king,” “prince,” and “realm” of
“Grecia” or “Greece.” The Revised Version gives
Javan in the margin of each of these places.

“This name, or its analogue, is found as a
designation of Greece not only in all the Shemitic
dialects, but also in the Sanscrit, the Old Persic,
and the Egyptian, and the form laones appears in
Homer as the designation of the early inhabitants
of Attica. . . . The occurrence of the name In the
cuneiform inscriptions of the time of Sargon, ie th
form of Yavnan, or Yunan, as descriptive of the
Isle of Cyprus, where the Assyrians first came In
contact with the power of the Greeks, further
shows that its use was not confined to the Hebrews,
but was widely spread throughout the East.” 35.
The name of Grecia embraced Macedonia, Epirus,
Thessaly, Acarnania, AEtolia, Locris, Doris,
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Phocis, Boeotia, Euboea, Attica, Megaris,
Corinthia, Achaia, Elis, Arcadia, Argolis, Messene,
and Laconia. And this is the country of Javan.
Under Alexander the Great the people of Javan
spread their empire over all countries from the
Adriatic Sea to the River Hyphasis, and their power
was recognized by all known nations of the world.
Out of Javan, also, went the people who inhabited
Italy, and who, under the name of Rome, grew to
such power that “to be a Roman was greater than to
be a king,” and who spread their iron empire over
all the world.

Javan had four sons — Elishah, Tarshish,
Kittim, and Dodanim.

Elishah was the father of the AEolians, who
Inhabited parts of Thessaly, Boeotia, AEtolia,
Locris, Elis, and Messene, and formed the first
great body of Grecian colonists that established
themselves on the coast of Asia Minor. “Elishah is
Hellas: that is, Greece.”

Tarshish. — The people and country of
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Tarshish were far off from Palestine, and toward
the west. For we read that under Solomon “the
king’s ships went to Tarshish with the servants of
Huram; every three years once came the ships of
Tarshish bringing gold, and silver, ivory, apesj an
peacocks.” Huram was Hiram, king of Tyre. Tyre
lay on the Mediterranean, and for ships to go from
Tyre to Tarshish in a voyage of three years they
would have to go west. Again, Jonah was
commanded to go from Palestine to Nineveh,
which was on the Tigris away to the northeast. But
Jonah refused to go, and rose up to flee “from the
presence of the Lord.” As his purpose was to
escape going to Nineveh, it would be the most
natural thing to flee in the opposite directionfas

as possible. So we read that “Jonah rose up to flee
unto Tarshish from the presence of the Lord, and
went down to Joppa; and he found a ship going to
Tarshish: so he paid the fare thereof, and went
down into it, to go with them unto Tarshish from
the presence of the Lord.” Joppa also was on the
Mediterranean and was then the principal port of
Palestine. In Isaiah 66:19 Tarshish is named with
other places and isles, that were “afar off.” In
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Ezekiel 27:12, the Lord says to Tyre, “Tarshish
was thy merchant by reason of the multitude of all
kind of riches; with silver, iron, tin, and leadhely
traded in thy fairs.”

All these evidences make it positive that
Tarshish was “afar off” to the west from Palestine;
that it was reached by ships; and that it was so
largely devoted to shipping as to be almost
proverbial. Tartessus, which lay at the mouth ef th
Guadalquivir, in Spain, was the chief seat of
Tarshish, the son of Javan. Thus the ships of
Tartessus (Tarshish) could gather silver from the
rich mines of Spain; tin from the mines of
Cornwall in Britain; ivory, apes, and peacocks
from Africa; and make the voyage once in three
years from Tyre and back again. Lenormant allows
that the Tyrrhenians of Italy may also have been
the children of Tarshish. It is certain that thegrev
the descendants of Javan.

Kittim, or Chittim, the third of the sons of
Javan, Inhabited the islands of the Grecian
archipelago, Cyprus, and even others of the
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Mediterranean Sea, and Corea at the southeas
corner of Asia Minor. Isaiah 23:1, 12 shows that
Chittim was a resting-place for the ships of
Tarshish; Jeremiah. 2:10 and Ezekiel 27:6 speak of
“the isles of Chittim;” and Daniel. 11:30 speaks of
“the ships of Chittim;” all showing that Chittim
was in the isles of the Mediterranean Sea.

Dodanim was the ancestor of the Dardanians,
one portion of whom dwelt in a tract called from
them Dardania, in the neighborhood of ancient
Troy, on the southern coast of the Sea of Marmora.
Another, and the main body, people lllyria, or
lllyricum, the country bordering on the Adriatic
Sea opposite Italy. From there some of their tribes
went into Italy, of whom the Liburni and the
Veneti are particularly mentioned. “The celebrated
name of Venetia was diffused over a large and
fertile province of Italy, from the confines of
Pannonia to the River Addua, and from the Po to
the Rhaetian and Julian Alps.” When Attila
iInvaded Italy, AD 453, spreading devastation
everywhere, “many families of Aquileia, Padua,
and the adjacent towns, who fled from the sword of
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the Huns, found a safe though obscure refuge in the
neighboring islands.” There and by these, the city
of Venice was afterward built.

Tubal

Tubal, mentioned in Ezekiel 38:2, 3 and 39:1,
In connection with Magog, and in Ezekiel 27:13 is
associated with those who traded in the Tyrian
fairs, in persons of men (slaves) and vessels of
brass; and is placed in the “north parts” the same
Gomer and Magog, whom we have already
identified. This would show that Tubal belongs to
the same region of country as those. The people of
Tubal are mentioned by the Assyrian kings, in their
Inscriptions, by the name Tuplai, and were found
by them in Cappadocia. There was in the northwest
a large number of their tribes, and they were
apparently of considerable importance in the wars
of the Assyrian kings. They seem to have been
spread over the most of the country from Cilicia to
the Black Sea. By Herodotus and other Greek
writers they are called Tibareni. At the time oéth
Retreat of the Ten Thousand, 400 BC, some of
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their tribes were an independent people, dwelling
on the southern coast of the Black Sea, west of
Colchis, and it required a two-days’ march to cross
their country. Some of their tribes went west, and
as Iberians peopled Spain and Sicily; and an
Important body of them went north with Meshech,

who comes next in the list.

Meshech

In the Scriptures Meshech and Tubal are
always mentioned together, with a single
exception. They are named, and can be traced, In
the Assyrian inscriptions “from the commencement
of the twelfth to the middle of the seventh century
BC.” In these inscriptions they are called Muskal,
and are placed in the vicinity of the Tuplai, with
whom they are constantly associated, as in the
Bible. By Herodotus they are called Moschi, and
are always mentioned in connection with the
Tibareni — Meshech and Tubal. Their troops and
those of the Tibareni were under the same
commander in the great expedition of Xerxes
against Athens, 484-479 BC. The country of

91



Meshech — the Moschi — was in Cappadocia,
Colchis, and Armenia, about what is now the
vicinity of Kars and Erzeroum. Those of the people
of Meshech and Tubal who dwelt there were not all
that there were of either nation; for, about 650, BC
the Cappadocians, a people of Persian origin,
forced their way into the country of the Moschi and
Tibareni, and pressed them back to narrow limits
on the Black Sea and about the foot of the
Caucasus Mountains, and some of both peoples
crossed the Caucasus into the steppe country on the
north - Scythia, now the Russian possessions.
There the Moschi become known as Muskovs and
then “Muscovites, who built Moscow and who still
give name to Russia [Moscovy] throughout the
East.” The Tibareni — people of Tubal, — who
went with the Moschi — people of Meshech, —
settled on, and gave name to, the River Tobol and
the place Tobolsk, another portion of the Russian
possessions, east of the Ural Mountains.

Tiras

Tiras was the ancestor of the Thracians. “Thiras
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called those whom he ruled over, Thirasians; but
the Greeks changed the name into Thracians.”
Herodotus declared of them in his day that “the
Thracians are the most powerful people in the
world, except, of course, the Indians [the peojble o
India, he says, were “more numerous than any
other nation with which we are acquainted”; and if
they had one head, or were agreed among
themselves, it is my belief that their match could
not be found anywhere and that they would far
surpass all other nations.

But such union is impossible for them, and
there are no means of ever bringing it about.
Herein, therefore, consists their weakness. The
Thracians bear many names in the different regions
of their country, but all of them have like usages
every respect, excepting only the Getae, the Trausi
and those who dwell above the people of Creston.”

It Is impossible to tell how many tribes there
were of the Thracians, but more than fifty are
known. They extended from the River Halys in
Asia Minor over the greater part of Asia Minor,
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and westward over Thrace and Maesia to the
Rivers Save and Drave in Europe. The Thynians
and Bithynians, the Phrygians andy$/ns, the
Paphlagonians and Mariandynians of Asia Minor,
were all of Thracian nationality. Of the Thracians
In Europe, the tribes are too numerous to attempt t
mention here. They were so powerful that in 429
BC the king of one of the tribes, the Odrysae, re-
enforced by the Paeonians, invaded Macedonia at
the head of 150,000 men, of whom 50,000 were
cavalry. In the time of Strabo, who lived from 57
BC till 21 AD, their military strength was
estimated at 200,000 foot and 15,000 horse. This,
In spite of the weakness caused by the disunion of
which Herodotus speaks.

The most notable of their tribes were the
Odrysoe already mentioned; the Triballi, with
whom Alexander the Great warred before he
started for Persia; the Daci, who peopled the
country of Dacia, north of the Danube, which was
conguered by the Romans in a war of five years
and reduced to a province, AD 104, but was
afterward abandoned to the Goths, AD 272; the
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Moesi, who inhabited the country immediately
south of the Danube, which from them was called
Maesia and corresponded to what is now Servia
and Bulgaria. It was made a Roman province about
16 BC.

Besides these, and most notable of all, were the
Getoe, from whom came the Goths, who acted so
great a part in the destruction of the Roman
Empire. In the Scythian expedition of Darius
Hystaspes, 515 BC, the Getae were encountered
and their country was crossed, before he reached
the Danube. As early as the days of Cyrus the
great, a branch of the Getae, called Massagetoe
that is, “greater Getae” — greater Goths —
pronounced by Herodotus “a great and warlike
nation,” inhabited the Steppe country east of the
Caspian Sea; and west of them dwelt another
branch called the Thyssagetoe, that is *“lesser
Getae” — lesser Goths. In the time of Herodotus
the principal seat of the Thyssagetae was west of
the main stream of the Upper Volga. Several
centuries before the Christian era, a body
composed apparently of both the lesser and the
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greater Goths — Thyssagetoe and Massagetoe —
migrated westward to the Baltic, and fixed their
abode in the southern part of Sweden, where there
remained a kingdom of Gothia until the twelfth
century, when, in 1161, the crowns of both Sweden
and Gothia were united on the head of Charles
Swerkerson, “who assumed the title of King of the
Swedes and the Goths, which his successors bear tt
this day.” The southern point of Sweden still bears
the name of Gothland. It was from this Gothland,
and about the beginning of the Christian era, sghat
large body of Goths crossed the Baltic, and as
Ostro-(Eastern) Goths, Visi-(Western) Goths,
Gepidae, - loiterers, because they lagged behind
while crossing the sea, - and perhaps the Herdli an
Vandals, settled about the mouth of the River
Vistula, whence they spread to the Black Sea and
overwhelmed the Roman Empire.

Of the people of Japheth there yet remain to be
mentioned the three grandsons, Ashkenaz, Riphath,
and Togarmabh.

Ashkenaz is mentioned by Jeremiah, 595 BC.,
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among the kingdoms that should assist in the
destruction of Babylon, and is named in a
connection that would show that his place was in
the neighborhood of Armenia. “Prepare the nations
against her, call together against her the kingdoms
of Ararat, Minni, and Ashchenaz.” (Jeremiah
51:27) The people of Ashkenaz inhabited the
country answering to the Bithynia of ancient times,
on the southern coast of the Euxine, or Black Sea.
The Euxine Sea received its name from the name
Ashkenaz, and was called first the Sea of
Ashkenaz, and from that, As-chunis, then Axenus,
and lastly Euxine, by which it is known in ancient
history. The name of Ashkenaz still remains in the
name of the Lake Ascanius in the northwestern part
of Asia Minor.

Riphath is found, in his descendants, in the
neighborhood of the Riphaean Mountains, now the
Carpathians. From Riphath, the son of Gomer,
came one branch of the Celts known as Gauls, who
peopled the country of Gaul. From Gaul they
spread into the northern part of Spain, where their
memory long remained in the name Gallicia. They
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also made two great invasions of Italy; the first i
the fifteenth century BC, and the second in the
sixth and fifth centuries BC, when they took
possession of all the northern part of the coutary
the River Po. This part of Italy was then, from
them, called by the Latins Gallia Cisalpina — Gaul
within the Alps; while Gaul itself was called Galli
Transalpina — Gaul beyond the Alps. In 387 BC
they took Rome, and burnt it to the ground. A
division of these from the north of Italy went on
eastward around the head of the Adriatic into the
countries between that sea and the River Danube.
In 279 BC a great body of them swept over
Macedonia and northern Greece, on through
Thrace and across the Hellespont, 277 BC,; and
finally settled in the country which from them was
called Galatia. To their descendant, the apostle
Paul wrote the Epistle to the Galatians.

The Gauls (Celts) also peopled Britain, Ireland,
Scotland, and the islands round about: it IS not
known at what date.

It will be remembered that in the account of
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Gomer himself, it was stated (page 7) that when the
Scythians, 650-600 BC, dispossessed the
Cimmerians of the country of the Ukraine, the
Cimmerians went toward the west, where we
should find them again. We must now follow these
onward. They took possession of the country that is
now northern Germany and Denmark, and
afterward accompanied their kindred of the
children of Riphath in their invasions of Italy. dh
Cimbri (for so the Cimmerii were then called) and
the Gauls form the two branches of the great Celtic
race, and both are often referred to by Roman
writes as Gauls. In the time of Alexander the Great
all western Europe above the River Po and the
Pyrenees Mountains, and from the plains of the
Drave and the Save to the Baltic Sea, was
possessed by these two branches of Celts. And
when Alexander the Great held, at Babylon, “the
States-general of the world,” there came
ambassadors from the Celts among those who
desired “to propitiate his favor, to celebrate his
greatness, or to solicit his protection.”

Somewhere about two or three hundred years
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before Christ, another great migration from the
East brought to the coast of the Baltic the Teutons
and Scandinavians, the descendants of Ashchenaz
Part of them crossed the Baltic, and gave the name
of Ashchenaz, As-chunis, Scandia, Scandinavia, to
the peninsula of Norway and Sweden. The Teutons
remained on the south coast of the Baltic, and
became the Teutsch, Deutschen, the Germans.
Finally they filled all the country between the
Baltic and the Upper Danube; and crowded the
Cimmerians into the peninsula of Jutland
(Denmark) which from them was called the
Cimbric Chersonesus. In 113 BC. a host of Cimbri
and Teutons, numbering 300,000 fighting men,
carried terror into Italy and southern Gaul, deddat
the Romans three times, and compelled the Roman
army to pass under the yoke, 107 BC., but were
finally annihilated by the Romans under Marius,
101 BC. From these Germans came the Franks, the
Alemanni, the Burgundians, the Lombards, the
Suevi, and the Anglo-Saxons, who participated in
the ruin and division of Western Rome.

From the Cimbric Chersonesus — Danish
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peninsula — the Cimbri crossed the sea to Britain,
and took possession of a great part of the country,
which before them had been filled by the Gallic
Celts, and their name has descended to us in the
name of the English county of Cumber-land,
Cimbri-land, Cimbrland, Cumber-land. In AD 449
the Angles, the Saxons, and the Jutes, from the
mouth of the Elbe and the Danish peninsula,
following the same course that the Cimbri had
taken before them, crossed the sea and took
possession of Britain. Then of such of the Cimbri
as escaped their savage rage, some fled across th
channel to Brittany, where they still speak the
Cimbric language; while the rest drew back into
Wales, where they still remain and call themselves
not Welsh but Cymry, and call their country not
Wales but Cambria. Thus the lIrish, the Scotch
Highlanders, and the people of the Isle of Man, are
Gallic Celts descended from Riphath, the son of
Gomer; the Welsh are Cimric Celts, descended
through the Cimmerians from Gomer himself; and
the English proper, the Anglo-Saxons, are
descended through the Teutons, from Ashchenaz,
the son of Gomer.
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Togarmah, the last of the sons of Gomer, is
found in the country and the nation of the
Armenians. All the legends and the histories of the
Armenians show them to be the descendants of
Togarmah. Moses of Chorene, a native Armenian,
and who, in AD 481, wrote a history of Armenia,
says the name of their progenitor was Thargamas.
The Armenians “still call themselves ‘the house of
Thorgom,” the very phrase used by Ezekiel.”
(Ezekiel 38:6; 27:14) The house of Togarmah
traded in the fairs of Tyre with “horses and
horsemen and mules,” and Armenia “was famed of
old for its breed of horses.” Under the Persiae rul
“the satrap of Armenia sent yearly to the Persian
court 20,000 foals for the feast of Mithras.”
Besides the Armenians proper, the Georgians,
Lesghians, Mingrelians, and Caucasians, are all
descended from one common progenitor,
Thargamas, who is Togarmah, the son of Gomer,
the son of Japheth.

And so closes the list of the people of Japheth.
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Chapter 3

The Sons of Ham

Egypt is the land of Ham. “Israel also came
Into Egypt, and Jacob sojourned Iin the land of
Ham.” “He sent Moses His servant; and Aaron
whom he had chosen. They showed His signs
among them, and wonders in the land of Ham.”
“And smote all the first-born in Egypt; the chidf o
their strength in the tabernacles of Ham.” “They
forgot God their Saviour, which had done great
things in Egypt;, wondrous works in the land of
Ham, and terrible things by the Red Sea.” All of
the sons of Ham except Canaan established
themselves in Africa. The first named of these is —

Cush

As the children of Ham settled in clusters, it
will be most convenient to consider each family in
its full connection, before naming the next.
Therefore we shall notice here in connection with
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their father, —
The sons of Cush

Seba The place of Seba is shown by the words
of Isaiah just quoted, to be in the region of Ebimo
— Ethiopians and Sabeans, men of stature. It was,
In fact, what is now Soudan, that is, the country
that lies east of the main, or White Nile, and
between the River Atbara and the Blue Nile. This
country was first called Seba, or Saba, and its
people Sabeans. Cambyses, king of Persia, in ar
attempt to invade Ethiopia, 523 BC, reached the
border of Saba, and bestowed upon it and its chief
city the name of Meroe, after the name of his siste
who was also his wife; and by that name it was
known for ages. From its being long anpmontant
commercial center, Meroe “became owner of the
richest countries on earth,” and so powerful that a
the beginning of the Christian era it ruled Etheopi
itself. For many years it was ruled by queens
named Candace. “Pliny says that the centurions
whom Nero sent to explore the country reported
‘that a woman reigned over Meroe, called Candace,
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a name which had descended to the queens for
many years.™ It was the chief treasurer of one of
these queens Candace who had been to Jerusalet
to worship; who while returning was reading the
prophecies of Isaiah; to whom the Spirit of God
sent Philip to preach the gospel; and who, when he
had been baptized, went on his way rejoicing.
(Acts 3:27-39)

All the rest of the sons of Cush settled In
Arabia, and have of themselves no particular name
or place in history.

Havilah dwelt in the modern Khawlan, the
northwestern portion of Yemen on the Red Sea.

Sabtah dwelt east of Yemen in what in ancient
times was Chatramotitae in southern Arabia, in the
place called Sabota.

Sabtecha was in the eastern part of Arabia on
the western shore of the Persian Gulf.

Raamah, with his two sons Sheba and Dedan,
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peopled the eastern coast of Arabia on the Persiar
Gulf. Raamah and Sheba traded in Tyre with the
chief of all spices, and with all precious stoned a
gold; and the eastern shore of Arabia in all ages h
been famed for its spices. “There can be littleldou
that in the classical name Regma, which is idehtica
with the Septuagint equivalent for Raamah, we
have a memorial of the Old-Testament patriarch
and of the country he colonized. The town of
Regma was situated on the Arabian shore of the
Persian Gulf, on the northern side of the long
promontory which separates it from the ocean. It is
Interesting to note that on the southern side ef th
promontory, a few miles distant, was the town
called Dadena, evidently identical with Dedan.
Around Regma, Ptolemy locates an Arab tribe of
the Anariti. Pliny appears to call them
Epimaranitae, which, according to Forster, is just
an anagrammatic form of Ramanitae, the
descendants of Raamah. . . . Of Sheba, the othel
son of Raamah, there has been found a trace in ¢
ruined city so named (Sheba) on the island of Awal
belonging to the province of Arabia called El-
Bahreyn, on the shores of the Gulf. . . . There can
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be no doubt that the original settlements of the
descendants of Raamah were upon the
southwestern shores of the Persian Gulf.” The
people of Dedan were caravan merchants from
their coast to Palestine and to Tyre.

The last named but the greatest of the sons of
Cush is — Nimrod, the mighty hunter, who began
to be a mighty one in the earth. He was the founder
of the first kingdom on earth. “And the beginning
of his kingdom was Babel, and Erech, and Accad,
and Calneh, in the land of Shinar.”

It will thus be seen that there was a line of
Cushite settlements extending from Ethiopia
eastward across the whole southern part of Arabia
to Babylon. Nor did they stop there, for traces of
them have been found on the coasts of Carmania
and Gedrosia, along the Indian Ocean; and they
even penetrated to the mountainous region of
central Asia, and the name of Cush still appears in
the name of the mountains of Hindu Kush.
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Mizraim

The place of Mizraim is Egypt itself, both
Upper and Lower, extending from the cataracts of
Syene about the twenty-fourth parallel north
latitude, over all the valley of the Nile to the
Mediterranean Sea. “In Hebrew, Egypt is called
Mizraim. . . . It describes the country with
reference to its two great natural divisions, Upper
Egypt and Lower Egypt, or the Delta. In the
prophets, Mazor occurs as the singular form, and
means Lower Egypt, Pathros being used for Upper
Egypt. . . . The Hebrew Mazor is preserved In the
Arabic Misr, pronounced Masr in the vulgar dialect
of Egypt. It occurs in the Koran as the name of
Egypt.” Says Josephus, “The memory also of the
Mesraites is preserved in their name; for all who
iInhabit this country [of Judea] call Egypt Mestre,
and the Egyptians Mestreans.” In the account of the
funeral of Jacob, the record says: “And they came
to the threshing-floor of Atad, which is beyond
Jordan, and there they mourned with a great and
very sore lamentation: and he [Joseph] made a
mourning for his father seven days. And when the
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iInhabitants of the land, the Canaanites, saw the
mourning in the floor of Atad, they said, This is a
grievous mourning to the Egyptians:. wherefore the
name of it was called Abelmizraim [that is, the
mourning of the Egyptians — margin], which is
beyond Jordan.” (Genesis 50:10, 11)

The sons of Mizraim all dwelt in the land of
their father. They were “Ludim, and Anamim, and
Lehabim [see p. 28], and Naphtuhim, and
Pathrusim, and Casluhim (out of whom came
Philistim), and Caphtorim.” These seem to have
Inhabited the valley of the Nile, from Upper to
Lower, almost in the order in which they are
named. The Philistim were the Philistines, who
dwelt a little above the southeastern corner of the
Mediterranean Sea, and from whom comes the
name Palestine, which the ancient “land of
Canaan’ still bears.

Phut

The country of Phut is Libya. Jeremiah. 46:9
speaks of “the Libyans that handle the shield,” and
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the margin reads, for Libyans, “Hebrew, Put.”
Ezekiel 30:5 and 38:5 also speak of “Libya,” and
the margin in each place reads “Phut.” Josephus
says, “Phut also was the founder of Libya, and
called the inhabitants Phutites from himself; there
IS also a river in the country of the Moors
[Mauritania] which bears that name; whence it is
that we may see the greatest part of the Grecian
historiographers mention the river and the
adjoining country by the appellation of Phut; but
the name it has now, has been by change given it
from one of the sons of Mestraim, who was called
Libyos,” that iIs, the Lehabim. “The ancient
Libyans possessed the whole northern coast of
Africa, from the confines of Egypt to the Straitd |
Gibraltar], and all the country thence reaching to
the southward as far as it was known to the Greeks
and Romans. It would appear that they were the
only inhabitants of all these coasts before the age
which preceded the foundation of the Phenician
colonies among them. . . . The Libyan speech is
still preserved among the rustic tribes who inhabit
Mount Atlas, and in various parts of the interior.”
— Prichard. Simon the Cyrenian, who bore the
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cross of the Saviour, was from Cyrene, the chief
city of northern Libya. It stood on that part okth
African coast which projects Into the
Mediterranean, directly south of Greece. The
original Libyans and Phutites are representeden th
present Berbers and Tauricks.

Canaan

The land of Canaan, as everybody knows, was
Palestine and Phenicia. “And the border of the
Canaanites was from Sidon, as thou comest to
Gerar, unto Gaza,; as thou goest, unto Sodom anc
Gomorrah, and Admah, and Zeboim, even unto
Lasha.” (Genesis 10:19)

Sidon, his first-born. Even in the time of
Joshua, Sidon was known as the great Zidon.
(Joshua 11:8; 10:28) More than a thousand years
before Christ the Sidonians were skilful workers in
silver and gold. They stood for a long while pre-
eminent in art, manufactures, and commerce. When
Solomon began to build the temple, he said to
Hiram, king of Tyre, “Thou knowest that there is
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not among us any that can skill to hew timber like
unto the Sidonians.” (1 Kings 5:6) The Sidonians
furnished wives to Solomon; Jezebel to Ahab; and
the god Baal and the goddess Ashtoreth to Israel.
(1 Kings 11:1, 5) When Xerxes, in his great
expedition against Greece, reached Abydos at the
Hellespont, he erected a lofty throne, and from it
viewed all his forces of both land and sea. When
this was over, he ordered a sailing match among
the ships of the different nations of his fleet,iath
was won by the Sidonians, “much to the joy of
Xerxes, who was delighted alike with the race and
with his army.” The Sidonian ships were the most
famous in the fleet. And when Xerxes made a
grand review of his fleet, he chose a Sidonian
galley, and sailed along the prows of the aligned
ships.

A colony from Sidon founded Tyre, five
geographical miles down the coast, which soon
totally eclipsed the mother city, and became the
most opulent city in the world, “the mart of
nations.” Her builders were so skilful that they
were said to have perfected her beauty. To make
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the metal work about the temple, Solomon sent and
brought out of Tyre, Hiram, who was a son of a

woman of Naphtali, “and his father was a man of

Tyre, a worker in brass.”

Five hundred and eighty years before Christ,
Tyre was so rich that she could make all her
shipboards of fir, and her masts of cedar of
Lebanon; her oars of oak of Bashan; and her
benches of ivory from the isles of Chittim; herlsal
of fine linen with broidered work from Egypt; and
her coverings of blue and purple from the isles of
Elishah. The inhabitants of Zidon and Arvad were
her mariners, her own wise men were her pilots,
and her army was hired from Persia, Lud, Phut, and
Arvad. Because of the multitude of all kind of
riches, and the multitude of the wares of her own
making, Tarshish came to trade in her fairs with
silver, iron, tin, and lead. Javan, Tubal, and
Meshech came with persons of men and vessels of
brass. The house of Togarmah came with horses,
horsemen, and mules. Dedan came with horns of
ivory and ebony and with “precious clothes for
chariots.” Syria came with emeralds, purple and
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broidered work, and fine linen, and coral, and
agate. Damascus came with the wine of Helbon
and white wool. Judah and Israel brought wheat,
and honey, and oil, and balm. Arabia came with
lambs, and rams, and goats. Sheba and Raamal
came with chief of all spices, and with precious
stones and gold. Babylonia and Assyria came with
“all sorts of things in blue clothes and broidered
work,” and “chests of rich apparel bound with
cords and made of cedar.” Thus Tyre enriched the
kings of the earth with the multitude of her riches
and her merchandise.

From Tyre, about 850 BC., there went forth a
colony and founded Carthage on the extreme
northern point of Africa, where they built up an
empire that “extended from the Straits of Gibraltar
to the altars of the Philaeni, near the Great §yrti
where she touched on the territory of Cyrene. She
possessed as provinces Sardinia and the Balearic
Islands and Malta and a few settlements in Spain
and Gaul.” She also held a part of Sicily. For four
hundred years Carthage stood as the rival of the
power of Rome, and when in 146 BC. she was
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utterly destroyed, Rome speedily rose to universal
dominion. Such was the course of Sidon, the first-
born of Canaan.

Heth was the second son of Canaan, and was
the father of the Hittites. From the sons of Heth
Abraham bought the burial place of Sarah, the field
of Ephron the Hittite, and there “Abraham buried
Sarah his wife in the cave in the field of Machpela
before Mamre; the same is Hebron in the land of
Canaan.” (Genesis 23:3-20) Esau took for wives
two Hittite women “which were a grief of mind
unto Isaac and to Rebecca.” (Genesis 26: 34, 35)
One hundred years after the burial of Sarah, the
Hittites had formed a considerable kingdom
between the Euphrates, the valley of the Orontes,
and the Sea. Two hundred years later they had
established the most powerful monarchy in all that
region, strong enough, indeed, to war and make
treaties on equal terms with Egypt itself. Between
them and the Pharaoh who began the oppressior
there was a war of fourteen years, terminatedsat la
by a peace recognizing the independence of the
Hittites and the integrity of their territory; ad a
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bond of the peace a daughter of the king of the
Hittites was given to Pharaoh for a wife, to whom
was given an Egyptian name meaning, “Gift of the
great Sun of Justice.”

One of the men who was with David in the
mountains when he was hunted by Saul, was
Abimelech, the Hittite. One of David’s thirty-seven
valiant men was Uriah, the Hittite. Solomon
brought horses and chariots out of Egypt for the
kings of the Hitites, and took women of the
Hittites for wives. (1 Kings 10:29; 11:1) Even as
late as the time of Elisha they had such a warlike
reputation that when Ben-hadad king of Syria
(Damascus) had besieged Samaria and had reduce
It to the most abject straits, “the Lord had mauke t
host of the Syrians to hear a noise of chariotd,aan
noise of horses, even the noise of a great hodt: an
they said one another, Lo, the king of Israel hath
hired against us the kings of the Hittites, and the
kings of the Egyptians, to come upon us.
Wherefore they arose and fled in the twilight, and
left their tents, and their horses, and their gsses
even the camp as it was, and fled for their life.”
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Kings 7:6, 7)

Jebus was the third son of Canaan. From him
came the Jebusites. Jebus built Jerusalem, and th
Jebusites were the inhabitants of that noted city.
Judges 19:10 says of a traveler, that he “came over
against Jebus, which is Jerusalem.” Joshua 15:63
says, “As for the Jebusites the inhabitants of
Jerusalem, the children of Judah could not drive
them out: but the Jebusites dwell with the children
of Judah at Jerusalem unto this day.” It was omly |
the citadel, however, that they dwelt, for soormaft
entering the land, the children of Judah fought
against Jerusalem and took it. (Judges 1:8)

But when David had reigned six months in
Hebron, “David and all Israel went to Jerusalem,
which is Jebus; where the Jebusites were, the
Inhabitants of the land. And the inhabitants of
Jebus said to David, Thou shall not come hither.
Nevertheless David took the castle of Zion, which
IS the city of David. And David said, Whosoever
smiteth the Jebusites first shall be chief and
captain. So Joab the son of Zeruiah went first up,
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and was chief. And David dwelt in the castle;
therefore they called it the city of David.” (1
Chronicles. 11:4-7; 2 Samuel 5:4-9) The temple of
God that stood on Mount Moriah was built on the
place of the threshing-floor that David bought from
Ornan the Jebusite. (2 Chronicles 3:1; 1 Chronicles
21:14-30; 22:1, 2)

The Amorites dwelt in Hazezon-tamar (Engedi)
on the west of the Dead Sea, when Chedorlaomer
Invaded Palestine, for there he found them and
smote them. (Genesis 14:7) Some of them were
confederate with Abraham. They seem to have
been foremost among the people of Canaan, In
numbers, and certainly in iniquity; because when
the Lord showed Abram the course of his posterity
through the Egyptian bondage, he said, “But in the
fourth generation they shall come hither again: for
the iniquity of the Amorites is not yet full.”
(Genesis 15:16) Jacob, when he came to die, took
from the Amorite a portion which he gave to
Joseph. (Genesis 48:22)

The Girgashites dwelt in the country that lay

118



west of the Lake Gennesereth.

The Hivites dwelt about Salim, in the time of
Jacob. Shechem, the son of Hamor the Hivite, was
a prince of the country, and wanted Dinah, Jacob’s
only daughter, for his wife. (Genesis 34) Jacob
bought a field of the sons of Hamor for one
hundred pieces of money. “And he erected there an
altar, and called it El-Elohe-lsrael.” When the
children of Israel came from Egypt to Canaan, the
Hivites dwelt in Gibeon. These played that trick on
Joshua with the old moldy bread, and old sacks,
and old wine Dbottles torn and bound up,
representing that they had come as ambassador:
from a far country to make a league with Israel.
(Joshua 9:3-27) There were some yet remaining in
the time of Solomon, upon whom he relaid the
tribute and bondservice. The Nethinim of the
temple service were also of this people. (1 Kings
9:20, 21)

The Arkites dwelt on the Phenician coast at the
western base of Mount Lebanon. Arka, or Arce,
was their chief town.
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The Sinite dwelt in north Lebanon.

The Arvadite inhabited a small island and a city
called Arvad, on the coast of Syria, opposite the
mouth of the Eleutherus; also a portion of the
mainland opposite. Tarsus was settled by a colony
of them. From the Arvadites were “the men of
Arvad” who were both sailors and soldiers for Tyre
In her glory.

The Zemarite was located between the Jordan
and Bethel.

The Hamathites formed a small kingdom in
Syria on the Orontes where they founded the large
and important city of Hamath, which still stands
one of the oldest cities in the world. It is nowden
Turkish rule.
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Chapter 4

The Sons of Shem

The country immediately peopled by Shem and
his sons lay between that of Ham and Japheth, anc
stretched from the western extremity of Asia Minor
and the mountains of Armenia, over all the valley
drained by the Tigris and the Euphrates, and down
both sides of the Persian Gulf to the Indian Ocean.
The first named of the sons of Shem is —

Elam
Asshur was the father of the great Assyrian
nation and kingdom, whose kings are so often
mentioned in the Bible, and with which we shall

have much to do in the following pages of this
history.

Arphaxad

The country inhabited by Arphaxad was north
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of Assyria toward Armenia and the Caspian Sea.
Arphaxad was the father of the Chaldeans, who
before the days of Abraham migrated in such
numbers to the country about Babel, that the land
of Shinar became equally the land of the Chaldees,
or Chaldeans; for the Bible says that Haran died
(Genesis 14:1-4) “in the land of his nativity in Ur
of the Chaldees,” and that Terah took Abram and
Sarai and Lot, and “went forth with them out of Ur
of the Chaldees.” (Ezra 4:2, 9, 10) While as late a
the time of Zechariah it is also called “the larfd o
Shinar.” (Zechariah 5:11) Under Nabopolassar, the
father of Nebuchadnezzar, the Chaldeans rose to
power and dominion; and under Nebuchadnezzar
himself they spread their empire over all nati@ss,
the Assyrians had done before them.

“And Arphaxad begat Salah, and Salah begat
Eber. And unto Eber were born two sons: the name
of one was Peleg, for in his days the earth was
divided; and his brother's name was Joktan, who,
In Arabic is called Kahtan, the great progenitor of
all the purest tribes of Central and Southern
Arabia.”
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Joktan had thirteen sons: Almodad, Sheleph,
Hazarmaveth, Jerah, Hadoram, Uzal, Diklah, Obal,
Abimael, Sheba, Ophir, Havilah, and Jobab. “All
these were the sons of Joktan.” The dwelling-place
IS given us by the Scripture itself, “And their
dwelling was from Mesha, as thou goest unto
Sephar a mount of the east.” (Genesis 10:30) The
region here defined includes all of southwestern
Arabia below the twentieth parallel. It is mostly
comprised in the provinces of Hadramaut and
Yemen, and is a part of Arabia Felix, that is,
Arabia the Happy. As the region they inhabited is
thus plainly pointed out, it will not be necess&ry
mention the sons of Joktan in detail. We shall only
locate the most important ones.

Hazarmaveth is the one from whom comes the
name Hadramaut that now defines the central part
of the southern coast of the Arabian Peninsula.

Ophir. The place where Ophir dwelt is
proverbial in the Scriptures for the fineness and
preciousness of its gold. Of Arabia the Happysit |
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said, “The soil was impregnated with gold and
gems, and both the land and sea were taught to
exhale the odors of aromatic sweets. Agatharcides
affirms that lumps of pure gold were found from
the size of an olive to that of a nut; that ironswa
twice, and silver ten times, the value of gold. Sde
real or imaginary treasures are vanished; and no
gold mines are at present known in Arabia.”

Sheba was a place whence eamcense. Says
the Lord by Jeremiah, “To what purpose cometh
there to me incense from Sheba, and the sweet can
from a far country?” (Jeremiah. 6:20) “The
aromatics, especially, the thus, or frankincense, o
Arabia, occupy the twelfth book of Pliny. Our great
poet in ‘Paradise Lost,” book Iv, introduces, in a
simile, the spicy odors that are blown by the
northeast wind from the Sabean coast: —

“. ... Many a league, Pleased with the grateful
scent old Ocean smiles.” Sheba was the most
notable of the sons of Joktan, and this name was
for a time equivalent to the whole district peopled
by the Joktanidae. From this Sheba came the queer
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who made the memorable visit to Solomon.

Nor has Joktan been behind any of the other
sons of Shem in the matter of empire. In AD. 622
there arose one of the sons of Joktan (Mahomet)
and started a course of conguest that never haltec
nor suffered a check until, through his successors,
“their empire comprised the whole basin of the
Mediterranean, with the exception of its northern
side; in Africa its only limits were the great cexit
desert; in Asia the plateau of Kobi and the Indus;
and throughout almost all these regions the Arab
element either remained absolutely predominant
down to our own time, or has at least left distinct
traces of its existence.” He also established a
religion that to-day is held by about one severith o
the inhabitants of the world.

Lud

Lud settled on the borders of Mesopotamia,
north of Syria, whence his descendants spread into
Asia Minor, took possession of the country, and
founded the kingdom of Lydia, which, 606 BC.,
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was one of the four great pevs of the world —
Lydia, Egypt, Media, and Babylon. It became a
part of the empire of Babylonia under
Nebuchadnezzar, but after his death it regained its
Independence. Its kings ruled over all Asia Minor
from the Hellespont to the River Halys, and in the
war with Cyrus, King Croesus was able to take into
the field 420,000 foot and 60,000 horse. He was
defeated, however, and was followed by Cyrus to
his capital, Sardis, which was taken, and witlmé t
kKing. Lydia was then made a province of the
Medo-Persian Empire, and never recovered its
Independence. This King Croesus, of Lydia, was
the richest monarch in the world in his day, ansl “a
rich as Croesus” is yet the synonym of untold
wealth. Sardis, Thyatira, and Philadelphia, whose
churches are named in the New Testament, were
cities of Lydia. “The Lydians . . . have a twofold
Interest in the dawn of Hellenic history. Firsteyh
represent the earliest kingdoaf Asia Minor of
which anything is certainly known. Secondly, they
are on land what the Phoenicians are on sea, —
carriers or mediators between the Greeks and the
East.”
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Aram

The country of Aram was Aramaea, or Syria,
and northern Mesopotamia, that is, the country
north of Palestine and Phenicia, and the north
country between the Euphrates and the Tigris
below Armenia. In Numbers 23:7 the Hebrew word
Aram is rendered Aram, while in Judges 3:10 the
same word Is translated Mesopotamia, and In
Judges 10:6 it is translated Syria. Where David
conquered and put garrisons Iin “Syria of
Damascus,” it iIs In Hebrew, Araibammesek.
Wherever the Hebrew word Aram is used with
reference to the people of Aram, King James’s
Version always translates it Syrians. Damascas w
the capital of Syria (Aramaea), and Isaiah 7:8 says
“The head of Syria is Damascus.”

Damascus is one of the very oldest cities in the
world. It was “unto Hobah which is on the left
hand of Damascus” that Abraham pursued
“Chedorlaomer and the kings that were with him”
after he had defeated them at Daniel. Eliezer of
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Damascus was the steward of Abram’s house.
There were many wars between Syria and Israel.
Naaman the Syrian was healed of his leprosy by
the direction of Elisha the prophet; yet he attfirs
disdained to wash in Jordan because “Abana and
Pharpar, rivers of Damascus were better than all
the waters of Israel.” (2 Kings 5:12)

Damascus was for a time the capital of the
Mohometan Empire, and in the palmy days of
Saracen rule was one of the greatest manufacturing
cities in the world.

Aram had four sons, Uz, Hul, Gether, and
Mash.

Uz gave his name to a portion of country
known as “the land of Uz,” of which Job was an
Inhabitant. It lay a little southeast of Palestine,
above the thirtieth parallel, and toward the border
of Chaldea, in what is known as Arabia Deserta.

Hul dwelt in, and gave name to, a district at the
foot of the mountains of Lebanon, north of Lake
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Merom, through which the Jordan flows. The
Arabic name of the lake is yet Bahr-el-Huleh.

Gether is not now known. “No satisfactory
trace of the people sprung from this stock has been
found.”

Mash inhabited the country of the mountains of
Masius (Mons Masius) which form the northern
boundary of Mesopotamia, between the Tigris and
the Euphrates.

“These are the families of the sons of Noah,
after their generations, in their nations; and by
these were the nations divided in the earth affter t
flood.”

Noah said, “God shall enlarge Japheth.” We see
this word fulfilled, even to the width of the world
For, speaking without definite lines, Ham peopled
Africa, Palestine, and Phenicia; Shem peopled Asia
Minor, the valley of the Tigris and Euphrates, and
Arabia; and Japheth peopled all the rest of the
world.
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The descendants of Peleg

Peleg begat Reu, and Reu begat Serug, and
Serug begat Nahor, and Nahor begat Terah, and
Terah begat Abram. And to Abram God said, “Get
thee out of thy country, and from thy kindred, and
from thy father’'s house, unto a land that | will
show thee; and | will make of thee a great nation,
and | will bless thee, and make thy name great; and
thou shall be a blessing: and | will bless thent tha
bless thee, and curse him that curseth thee: and ir
thee shall all families of the earth be blessed.”
(Genesis 12:1-3)

Then the Lord changed his name from Abram
to Abraham, saying: “As for me, behold, my
covenant is with thee, and thou shall be a fatlier o
many nations. Neither shall thy name any more be
called Abram, but thy name shall be Abraham,; for
a father of many nations have | made thee. And |
will make thee exceeding fruitful, and | will make
nations of thee, and kings shall come out of thee.”
(Genesis 17:4-6) And Abraham begat Isaac, and
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Isaac begat Jacob, whom God called Israel, and
Jacob begat the twelve patriarchs, whose

descendants “are Israelites; to whom pertaineth the
adoption, and the glory, and the covenants, and the
giving of the law, and the service of God, and the

promises; whose are the fathers, and of whom as
concerning the flesh Christ came, who is over all,

God blessed forever. Amen.” (Romans 9:4, 5)
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Chapter 5

The Gods of the Nations

In the course of this history there will be
unavoidably much mention of the gods of the
different nations. It will therefore be well to say
the beginning all that needs to be said as to what
they really were and what the worship of them was.

Such is the source of all idolatry; for “when
they knew God, they glorified Him not as God,
neither were thankful; but became vain in their
Imaginations, and their foolish heart was darkened.
Professing themselves to be wise, they became
fools, and changed the glory of the uncorruptible
God into an image made like to corruptible man,
and to birds, and four-footed beasts, and creeping
things.” (Romans 1:21-23) And as, in point of
character, all that these gods were, was only what
sprung from the imaginations of those who made
them; and as “from within, out of the heart of men,
proceed evil thoughts, adulteries, fornications,
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murders, thefts, covetousness, wickedness, deceit
lasciviousness, an evil eye, blasphemy, pride,
foolishness;” (Mark 7:21, 22) such has been the
character of all the idols of all the nations oé th
earth. And “they make them are like unto them.”
And “so Is every one that trusteth in them.” (Psalm
135:18)

No better illustration of this could be needed
than is given in that nation in which undoubtedly
idolatry attained to the most ‘“intellectual,”
“refined,” and esthetic height that it has ever
reached In the world, — that Is, the nation of
Greece. To such a point did idolatry there attain,
that even to-day the forms of the highest degree of
their idolatry are admired as the perfection of."ar
Yet it would be difficult to conceive how the
wildest follies of the most confirmed fool could
produce a more confused and senselesssnthan
IS comprehended in the Greek system of idolatry. It
IS astonishing to see how a people who had so
much sense and real ability in so many things, as
had the Greeks, should manifest such an absolute
want of sense or reason as Is displayed in
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disgusting detail in their system of idolatry —ithe
Olympian heaven. As for its influence on mankind,
“the pagan worship of beauty . . . ennobled art and
corrupted nature; extracted wonders from the
qguarries of Pentelicus, and horrors from the
populace of Rome and Corinth; perfected the
marbles of the temple, and degraded the humanity
of the worshiper. Heathenism had wrought into
monstrous combination physical beauty and moral
deformity.”

For its outward form and expression, the
idolatry of the nations, this nature-worship, has
always and everywhere centered in the sun. It is
almost impossible to find in the history of the
world a form of idolatry that is not connected with
sun-worship. And in almost every nation sun-
worship has been the principal worship; so that it
may fairly be described as the universal worsmp. |
Babylonia and Assyria the sun was worshiped
under the names of Bel and Shamas; in Egypt
under the names of Ra, Osiris, Horus, Harmachis,
Aten, and several others; in Phenicia and the land
of Canaan, under the names of Baal, Melcarth,
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Shemesh, Adonai, and Moloch; in Syria the names
were Tammuz and Elagabalus; among the
Moabites, Baal-peor and Chemosh; among the
Medes and Persians and other kindred nations,
Ormuzd and Mithra; in India, both ancient and
modern, Mitra, Mithra, or Mithras; in Phrygia it
was Atys; in Greece the names were Adonis,
Apollo, Bacchus, and Hercules; and in Rome the
same as In Greece. In sculpture, Apollo was, and is
considered the highest type of manly beauty.

The myth of Hercules alone will illustrate the
wide-spread practise of this worship: “The
mythology of Hercules i1s of a very mixed
character, in the form in which it has come down to
us. There is in it the identification of one or mor
Grecian heroes with Melcarth, the sun-god of the
Phenicians. Hence we find Hercules so frequently
represented as the sun-god, and his twelve labors
regarded as the passage of the sun through the
twelve signs of the zodiac. He is the powerful
planet which animates and imparts fecundity to the
universe, whose divinity has been honored in every
quarter by temples and altars, and consecrated in

135



the religious strains of all nations. From Meroe in

Ethiopia, and Thebes in Upper Egypt, even to
Britain, and the icy regions of Scythia; from the

ancient Taprobana and Palibothra in India, to Cadiz
and the shores of the Atlantic; from the forests of
Germany to the burning sands of Africa;, —

everywhere, in short, where the benefits of the
luminary of day are experienced, there we find
established the name and worship of a Hercules.

“Many ages before the period when Alcmena is
said to have lived, and the pretended Tyrinthian
hero to have performed his wonderful exploits,
Egypt and Phenicia, which certainly did not borrow
their divinities from Greece, had raised temples to
the sun, under a name analogous to that of
Hercules, and had carried his worship to the i§le o
Thasus and to Gades. Here was consecrated :
temple to the year, and to the months which
divided it into twelve parts, that is, to the twelv
labors, or victories, which conducted Hercules to
immortality. It is under the name of Hercules
Astrochyton, or the god clothed with a mantle of
stars, that the poet Nonnus designates the sun
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adored by the Tyrians. ‘He Is the same god,
observes the poet, ‘whom different nations adore
under a multitude of different names: Belus on the
bank of the Euphrates, Ammon in Libya, Apis at
Memphis, Saturn in Arabia, Jupiter in Assyria,
Serapis in Egypt, Helios among the Babylonians,
Apollo at Delphi, AEsculapius throughout Greece,’
etc.”

By whatever name or under whatever form the
sun was worshiped, there was always a female
divinity associated with it. Sometimes this female
was the moon, sometimes the earth, sometimes the
atmosphere, and at other times simply the female
principle in nature. In other forms it was the idda
a male and female blended in one, as in the case o
Baalim. The female sometimes appeared as the
wife of the one with whom she was worshiped;
sometimes as both the sister and the wife, asan th
case of Osiris; yet again as the wife of some other
god; and often not exactly as a wife at all, but
simply as a female associate. With Osiris was
associated Isis; with Baal, Ashtaroth or Astarte;
with Bel, Mylitta; with Shamas, Anunit; with
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Adonis, Venus; with Hercules, Omphale; with
Apollo, Diana; with Atys, Cybele. Sometimes they
were worshiped in the images of the male and
female human figure; sometimes in the form of a
bull and a helifer, as in Osiris and Isis; sometimes

a form in which the human and the beast were
blended; sometimes in a simple carved disk for the
male, and a piece of carved wood for the female, as
In some forms of Baal and Astarte; sometimes in
the form of stones which had fallen from heaven,
but mostly in the form of cones or obelisks which
they themselves had shaped to represent the male
and of other shapes to represent the female. And
yet in unison with all these the sun itself was
worshiped, especially at its rising, by a bow, a
prostration, or throwing a kiss of the hand.

In none of these forms, however, not even in
the naked shining sun, was it the literal objeet th
was worshiped, but certain functions or powers of
which these were but the representations. It was
observed that the sun in co-operation with theheart
and the atmosphere which gave rain, caused all
manner of verdure to spring forth and bear its
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proper fruit. It was held, therefore, that the stas

the supreme formative power, the mighty author of
fruitfulness, and that its greatest and most gleio
powers were displayed in reproduction. Sun-
worship was therefore nothing more nor less than
the worship of the principle of reproduction in man
and nature. And as the influence of the real sufn wa
extended over and through all nature, so this
principle was extended through all sun-worship.

Therefore “all paganism is at bottom a worship
of nature in some form or other, and in all pagan
religions the deepest and most awe-inspiring
attribute of nature was its power of reproduction.
The mystery of birth and becoming was the deepest
mystery of nature; it lay at the root of all thotfgh
paganism, and appeared in various forms, some of
a more innocent, others of a most debasing type.
To ancient pagan thinkers, as well as to modern
men of science, the key to the hidden secret of the
origin and preservation of the universe, lay in the
mystery of sex. Two energies or agents, one an
active and generative, the other a feminine,
passive, or susceptible one, were everywhere
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thought to combine for creative purposes; and
heaven and earth, sun and moon, day and night,
were believed to co-operate to the production of
being. Upon some such basis as this rested almos
all the polytheistic worship of the old civilizahp

and to it may be traced back, stage by stage, the
separation of divinity into male and female gods;
the deification of distinct powers of nature, ahd t
Idealization of man’s own faculties, desires, and
lusts, where every power of his understanding was
embodied as an object of adoration, and every
Impulse of his will became an incarnation of
deity.”

As the sun was the great god, the supreme lord,
and as he exerted his most glorious powers in
reproduction, it was held to be the most acceptable
worship for his devotees so to employ themselves
and their powers. Consequently prostitution was
the one chief characteristic of sun-worship
wherever found. As the association of a female
without reference to relationship was the only
requirement necessary to worship, the result was
the perfect confusion of all relationships among th
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worshipers, even to the mutual interchange of
garments between the sexes. In the eighteenth
chapter of Leviticus there is a faithful record of
such a result among the sun-worshipers of the land
of Canaan whom the Lord caused to be blotted
from the earth. The prohibition in Deuteronomy
22:5 — “The woman shall not wear that which
pertaineth unto a man, neither shall a man put on a
woman’s garment” — was aimed directly at this
practise in sun-worship.

As before stated, the almost numberless forms
of sun-worship were practised in Canaan. In the
practise of these fearful abominations they had so
corrupted themselves that in the expressive figure
of the Scripture, the very earth had grown so sick
that it was compelled to vomit out the filthy
iInhabitants. “The land is defiled: therefore | do
visit the iniquity thereof upon it, and the langelf
vomiteth out her inhabitants.” (Leviticus 18:25) Al
of this the God of heaven taught His people to
renounce. “Ye shall therefore keep My statutes and
My judgments, and shall not commit any of these
abominations; neither any of your own nation, nor
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any stranger that sojourneth among you: (for all
these abominations have the men of the land done
which were before you, and the land is defiled;)
that the land spue not you out also, when youelefil
It, as it spued out the nations that were before yo
For whosoever shall commit any of these
abominations, even the souls that commit them
shall be cut off from among their people. Therefore
shall you keep Mine ordinance, that you coinm
not any one of these abominable customs, which
were committed before you, and that you defile not
yourselves therein: | am the Lord your God.”
(Leviticus 18:26-30)

In all these prohibitions the people were taught
to shun as the terrible plague that it was, every
suggestion of the evil influences of the worship of
the sun. They were to break down all the sun
Images and carved stocks (Asherim) that might be
found anywhere in all the land which the Lord had
given them.

In yet another and most comprehensive way the
Lord taught His people to shun every indication of
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the worship of the sun. As has been shown, the
devotees of the sun worshiped with their faces
toward the east. When God established His
worship with the children of Israel in the very
midst of the sunworshiping nations round about, at
first a sanctuary was built and afterward a temple,
where He dwelt by the glory of His presence. To
the door of this sanctuary every form of sacrifice
and offering was to be brought, and there they were
to worship. Aud the door of that sanctuary (the
temple also) was always toward the east, in order
that all who would sacrifice to Jehovah and
worship Him, would in so doing turn their backs
upon the sun and its worship; and that whoever
joined in the worship of the sun had first to thrs
back upon Jehovah.

In point of character, also, Jehovah taught the
people to turn entirely away from all other gods
and their worship, that is, to turn entirely away
from themselves. He taught them to have no god
but Him, and to have Him in an altogether spiritual
conception. And as the object of their highest good
their only worship, and their constant
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contemplation, He set Himself before them in the
following character which is His glory: “The Lord,
The Lord God, Merciful and Gracious,
Longsuffering, and Abundant in Goodness and
Truth, Keeping Mercy for thousands, Forgiving
Iniquity and transgression and sin!” (Exodus 34:6,
7)

That character is the opposite of every human
or natural trait. No human mind could ever have
originated the conception of such a character. And
sufficient proof that no one ever could, is thetfac
that, in all the efforts of all the minds of alleth
nations to conceive the right God, no one ever did.
Therefore of all the gods that the human race has
ever known, Jehovah the God of Israel, is the one
God whom men did not make to themselves. He is
the one only God who revealed Himself to
mankind. He is therefore the One Only True God,
the only rightful object of worship.

All idolatry, all false worship, is self-worship;
all the worship of God, all true worship, is the
worship of Jehovah, the God of Israel, the God and
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Father of our Lord Jesus Christ.

Babylonian Calendar

Nisannu March-April

Airu April-May

Sivannu May-June

Davazu June-July

Abu July-August

Ululu August-September
Tasritu September-October
Samna October-November
Kisilivu November-December
Debitu December-January
Sabadu January-February
Addaru February-March

Arakh-maqru

The intercalary month
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Chapter 6

The Beginnings of Kingdoms

In the plain of Shinar, through the confusion of
tongues, was the origin of nations. There also was
the beginning of kingdoms. “When the light of
monumental history first dawns upon Babylonia,
we find the country inhabited by two races, the
Sumir and Akkad. They spoke two different
languages, one Turanian, the other Semitic; but we
have no information as to which race spoke either
[both] language[s], and we do not know their
geographical distribution in the country; but
probably they were mixed in most parts, as many
of the cities have both Turanian and Semitic
names. The name of the Sumir was written Kame,
or Ke-en-gi, in Turanian, and Su-mi-ri in Semitic;
and the Akkad were called Urdu in Turanian, and
Ak-ka-di in Semitic.

“The Turanian people, who appear to have
been the original inhabitants of the country,
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Invented the cuneiform mode of writing:- Aa- ku
Assur - bani -Pal sar rab - u sar | am Assur - bani
pal the great king, the powerful king, all the &zt
Inscriptions are in that language; but the proper
names of most of the kings and principal persons
are written in Semitic, in direct contrast to thozlip

of the inscriptions. The Semitic, appear to have
conquered the Turanians, although they had not yet
Imposed their language on the country. Babylonia
at this time contained many great cities.” The
principal ones were Nipur, Eridu, Ur, Karrak, Uruk
(Erech), Larsa (Ellasar), Sippara (the Iater
Sepharvaim), and Agade, “the city of Akkad, the
third capital of Nimrod.”

The earliest rulers whose names have been
discovered in Babylonia, did not bear the title of
king at all. In every instance before the time of
Nimrod, the word used is one which signifies
“viceroy.” The god is king, and ruler claims no
higher authority than that of substitute or senaint
his god who is really the king. For instance, a
certain Idadu made an inscription running as
follows: - “To [the god] Ninridu, his King, for the
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preservation of ldadu, Viceroy of Ridu, the seryant
the delight of Ninridu.”

And again, a certain Gudea wrote as follows:

“To [the god] Ninip the King, his King, Gudea
Viceroy of [the god] Zirgulla, his house built.” 6T
[the goddess] Nana the Lady, Lady splendid, His
Lady, Gudea, Viceroy of Zirgulla . . . raised.”

This points clearly to a time when God was
recognized as the only King, and the true Ruler.
And when false gods were put in the place of the
true God, they were yet recognized as the real
kings, and men in places of authority were butrthei
substitutes. This change was so recent, too, that
rulers were not yet bold enough to take to
themselves the title of king. It was not much
longer, however, before this step was taken. One
arose who was bold enough to do this and all that i
Involved.

Nimrodwas this bold man. The name that he
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bears “signifies rebellion, supercilious contempt,
and, according to Gesenius, is equivalent to ‘the
extremely impious rebel.” And “he began to be a
mighty one in the earth.” Or, as another transtatio
gives it, he “was the first mighty one in the edrth
That is, he was the first one to establish the powe
of an organized kingdom, or government, as such,
In the world.

“With the setting up of Nimrod’s kingdom, the
entire ancient world entered a new historical phase
The oriental tradition which makes that warrior the
first man who wore a kingly crown, points to a fact
more significant than the assumption of a new
ornament of dress, or even the conquest of a
province. His reign introduced to the world a new
system of relations between the government and
the governed. The authority of former rulers had
rested upon the feeling of kindred, and the
ascendency of the chief was an image of parental
control. Nimrod, on the contrary, was a sovereign
of territory, and of men just so far as they wdse |
Inhabitants, and irrespective of personal ties.
Hitherto there had been tribes — enlarged families
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— Society; now there was a nation, a political
community — the State. The political and social
history of the world henceforth are distinct, iftno
divergent.”

“And the beginning of his kingdom was Babel,
and Erech, and Accad, and Calneh, in the land of
Shinar.” The names here given of Babylonia. For
Accad was the country of northern Babylonia; the
city of Accad lying near Sippara, which was about
twenty miles north of Babylon. Erech lay about one
hundred and twenty miles south of Babylon, on the
northern edge of the original Chaldea proper;
Chaldea, in the native inscriptions, defining the
coast country at the head of the Persian Gulf and
near the mouth of the Euphrates. Calneh lay to the
eastward, about half-way between Babel and
Erech, toward the western stream of the Lower
Tigris. This would give an area of territory about
equal to that of Vermont kingdom of Nimrod.

This, however, was but “the beginning of his
kingdom.” For “out of that land he went forth into
Assyria, and builded Nineveh, and Rehoboth-Ir,
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and Calah, and Resen between Nineveh and
Calah.” This is the reading of the Revised Version,
and also of the margin of the King James Version,
of Genesis 10:11, as well as the text of the German
the Danish-Norwegian, and several other
translations. Its correctness seems also to be
confirmed by Micah 5:6, “And they shall waste the
land of Assyria with the sword, and the land of
Nimrod in the entrances thereof,” where the poetic
parallelism makes “Assyria and the land of Nimrod
synonymous terms.”

This is supported also by the Assyrian records,
which show that the city of Asshur, now Kileh-
Shergat, sixty miles south of Nineveh, was the
capital of Assyria, hundreds of years before
Nineveh became the capital. If it was Asshur,
iInstead of Nimrod, who went forth and built
Nineveh, why then was not Nineveh, instead of
Asshur, the capital from the beginning? But as the
city of Asshur was the original, and long-continued
capital; and as it is evident from the name itself
that this city was founded by Asshur, and took its
name from him; this gives further consistency to
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the reading here preferred, in that it shows that t
country was already Assyria, and justifies the
statement that “he went out into Assyria and built
Nineveh.” In this way, too, not only “the
beginning,” but also the extension, of Nimrod’s
kingdom is shown, and the account made complete.

From all this, the historical fact concerning the
kingdom of Nimrod is that the beginning of his
kingdom was Babel, and Erech, and Accad, and
Calneh, in the land of Shinar; and that it was
extended even to Assyria, by his going forth into
the land of Asshur and building cities and
establishing his power there. “It was during the
Kassite [Cushite] period of Babylonian history that
the kingdom of Assyria was founded, thus
explaining the statement of Genesis that the
kingdom of Nimrod, which began in northern
Babylonia, was continued in Assyria; as well as the
passage in Micah (verse 6), where the parallelism
proves that Assyria and ‘the land of Nimrod’ are
synonymous terms.”

Beyond this, nothing is definitely known of
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either Nimrod or his kingdom. But his fame “has
always been rife in the country of his domination.
Arab writers record a number of remarkable
traditions in which he plays a conspicuous part;
and there is little doubt but that it is in hondmhes
apotheosis that the constellation Orion bears in
Arabian astronomy the title of ‘El-Jabbar,’ or ‘the
giant.” Even at the present day his name livefien t
mouth of the people inhabiting Chaldea and the
adjacent regions, whose memory of ancient heroes
IS almost confined to three - Nimrod, Solomon, and
Alexander. Wherever a mound of ashes is to be
seen in Babylonia or the adjoining countries, the
local traditions attach to it the name of Nimrud, o
Nimrod; and the most striking ruins now existing
In the Mesopotamian valley, whether in its upper or
its lower portion, are made in this way morents

of his glory.”

The early history of Babylonia is veryuth
disconnected. The names of a number of kings of
different parts of the country are well known,
showing that the monarchy which Nimrod had
established did not continue any great length of
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time, if at all, after his death. While there isc¢hu
about these known kings that is uncertain, there is
one thing that is beyond all question, — the
example of conquest and dominion left by Nimrod,
was greedily followed by many other men in all
parts of the country.

No attempt will be made to fix the dates of
these early kings. Their order may be arranged with
some satisfaction, though perhaps not with perfect
accuracy; but as for their dates, “we are at pitesen
ignorant of the precise way Iin which the
Babylonians reckoned their  chronology.”
Therefore, “too much confidence must not be
placed in the earlier dates given in the dynastic
tablets. The reigns of the kings are suspiciously
long, and the same number of regnal years recurs
with almost impossible accuracy,” “From the era of
Nabonassar (BC. 747) downward, Babylonian
chronology was fixed by means of astronomy;
before that period it appears to have been
determined by the reigns of the kings and the
duration of dynasties. In legal documents of the
time of Khammuragas (or Khammurabi) deeds are
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not even dated by the regnal years of the sovereign
but by such occurrences as war, the construction of
a canal, or the capture of a city. Under such
circumstances it is plain that the historian who
endeavored to restore the early chronology of
Babylonia had an extremely difficult task before
him.” — Sayce. For these most ancient times there
IS nothing safer than the Bible chronology. This,
though not in all cases exact, is safely approx@mnat
and is the standard adopted for this book.

Kudur-nanhundi, an Elamite, was apparently
the first of the noted followers of Nimrod in the
ambition for conquest. We know of him only
iIndirectly, however, through an inscription of
Assur-bani-pal, who was king of Assyria, BC. 668-
626. In his record of the capture and spoiling of
Shushan, the capital of Elam, which occurred in the
year 645 BC., he states that he brought away and
restored to her temple in Erech, an image of the
goddess Nana which had been carried to Elam
1635 (in another place he says 1535) years before
by Kudur-nanhundi. The following is the record:
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“Kudur-nanhundi, the Elamite, who the
worship of the great gods did not fear, who in an
evil resolve to his own force trusted, on the tesapl
of Akkad his hands he had laid, and he oppressed
Akkad. Nana he carried off. The days were full,
extinguished was power, and the great gods these
things saw. For two ner seven sos and fifteen years
under the Elamites she remained. The great gods of
me, Assur-bani pal, the prince, their worshiper, to
overwhelm Elam they sent me.

“Nana, who 1635 years had been desecrated,
had gone, and dwelt in Elam, a place not appointed
to her; and in those days, she and the gods hel
fathers, proclaimed my name to the dominion of
the earth. The return of her divinity she entrugced
me, thus: ‘Assurbanipal, from the midst of Elam
wicked, bring me out, and cause me to enter into
Bitanna.” The will commanded by their divinity,
which from days remote they had uttered; again
they spoke to later people. The hands of her great
divinity | took hold of, and the straight road,
rejoicing in heart, she took to Bitanna. In the mmon
Kislew, the first day, into Erech | caused her to
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enter, and in Bithilianni, which she had delighted
In, | set her up an enduring sanctuary.”

The other passage reads as follows: —

“Sixty kaspu of ground within Elam | laid
waste, destruction, servitude, and drought, | pdbure
over them. Nana who 1535 years had been
desecrated, had gone, and dwelt in Elam. The
return of her divinity she entrusted to me. Thd wil
of her divinity, which from days reate she had
uttered; again she spoke to later people. The hands
of Nana,” etc.

If Assur-bani-pal counted correctly, and if the
longer period is correct, this gives BC. 2280 as th
year of Kudur-nanhundr’s invasion of Babylonia. If
the shorter period be correct, then the year was BC
2180. However there is nothing in this account to
show that this invasion was anything more than
one of those forays that were of such frequent
occurrence in ancient times, and especially inghos
earliest of ancient times. For it is evident that h
did not remain in the country of Accad.
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Urukh king of Ur, was the next of these earliest
and notable ones. He was “beyond question the
earliest Chaldean monarch of whom any remains
have been obtained in the country.” His original
city, and the seat of his kingdom was Ur. By his
efforts Ur was raised to the supremacy in the
Babylonian plain. “The numerous principalities of
Chaldea were united under one head;” and
“sovereignty over the whole of Babylonia” was
again held by one man. The Babel and Erech and
Accad and Calneh of the beginning of Nimrod’s
kingdom, were also subject to the power of Urukh.

As Nimrod was the first mighty hunter, so
Urukh was the first mighty builder. Indeed, “itas
a builder of gigantic works” that Urukh is chiefly
known to us. The basements of his temples are of
an enormous size; though they cannot seriously be
compared with the Egyptian pyramids, yet they
Indicate the employment for many years of a vast
amount of human labor in a very unproductive sort
of Iindustry. The Bowariyeh mound at Warka
[Erech] is two hundred feet square and about one
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hundred feet high. Its cubic contents, as origynall
built, can have been little, if at all, under three
million feet; and above thirty million bricks must
have been used In its construction.

“Constructions of a similar character, and not
very different in their dimensions, are proved by
the bricks comprising them, to have been raised by
the same monarch at Ur, Calneh or Nipur, and
Larancha or Larsa, which is perhaps Ellasar. It is
evident from the size and number of these works,
that their erecter had the command of a vast
amount of ‘naked human strength,” and did not
scruple to employ that strength in constructions
from which no material benefit was derivable, but
chiefly to extend his own fame and perpetuate his
glory. We gather from this that he was either an
oppressor of his people, like some of the Pyramid
kings in Egypt, or else a conqueror who thus
employed the numerous captives carried off in his
expeditions.”

|dolatry had become quite fully developed In
the time of Urukh; for his great buildings were

159



dedicated to the sun, to the moon, to Belus, or to
Beltis. At the ruins of Erech, bricks were found
bearing the inscription: “Beltis, his lady, has
caused Urukh, the pious chief, king of Ur, and king
of the land of the Akkad, to build a temple to her.
At Ur the bricks bear the inscriptions: “The Moon-
god, his lord, has caused Urukh, king of Ur, to
build a temple to him, and has caused him to build
the enciente of Ur.” “The Moon-god, brother’s son
of Anu, and eldest son of Belus, his lord, has
caused Urukh, the pious chief, king of Ur, to build
the temple of Tsingathu his holy place.” At Larsa,
now Senkereh, the inscription is: “The Sun-god, his
lord, has caused Urukh the pious chief, king of Ur,
king of the land of the Akkad, to build a temple to
him.” At Calneh the inscription runs: “Urukh, king
of Ur, and king of the land of the Akkad, who has
built the temple of Belus.”

He also bore the title of “king of Sumir and
Akkad;” — upper and lower Babylonia. Such
Inscriptions run thus: “To [the god] Ur, eldest son
of Bel his king, Urukh the powerful man, the fierce
warrior, King of Ur, King of Sumir and Akkad,
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Bit-timgal the house of his delight built;” “To [¢h
goddess] Mna his Lady, Urukh the powerful man,
King of Ur, King of Sumir and Akkad her house
built.”

Dungi, or llgi, the son of Urukh, succeeded his
father in the kingdom, and called himself “Dungi,
the powerful man, king of Ur, king of Sumir and
Akkad.” His signet cylinder, so far as it has been
deciphered, says: “To the manifestation of Nergal,
king of Bit-zida, of Zurgallu, for the saving ofeh
life of ligi, the powerful hero, the king of Ur,...
son of Urukh, . . . may his name be preserved.” Yet
another inscription of his found by Mr. George
Smith, of London, in 1873-74, which “belongs to
the city of Babylon, and is dedicated to the lady o
goddess ‘Su-anna, or Emuk-anu,” one of the
religious names of Babylon,” and which thus
“proves that Babylon was at that time under the
dominion of the city of Ur,” runs as follows: -

1. To the goddess of Emukanu
2. his lady;
3. Dungi
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4. the powerful hero,

5. the king of the city of Ur,
6. king of Sumir and Akkad;
7. her temple

8. has built.

Dungi finished some of the great buildings left
unfinished at the death of his father, and built
others of his own; and seems to have maintained in
all respects the dominion established by his father
At his death the supremacy of the city and kingdom
of Ur came to an end, and not long afterward the
whole country fell under the sway of a great
conqueror from Elam.

Chedorlaomer, or Kudur-lagamer, was this king
of Elam. “And it came to pass in the days of
Amraphel king of Shinar [Central Babylonia],
Arioch king of Ellasar [Lower Babylonia, or
Chaldea], Chedorlaomer king of Elam, and Tidal
king of nations [Goiim, or nomadic tribes]; that
these made war with Bera king of Sodom, and with
Birsha king of Gomorrah, Shinab king of Admah,
and Shemeber king of Zeboiim, and the king of
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Bela, which is Zoar. All these were joined together
In the vale of Siddim, which is the salt sea. Tweelv
years they served Chedorlaomer.” (Genesis, 14:1-
7) The Bible chronology places this about BC.
1917.

“Kudur-Lagamer, the Elamitic prince, .
[who] marched an army a distance of 1200 miles,
from the shores of the Persian Gulf to the Dead
Sea, and held Palestine and Syria in subjection for

twelve years, . . . has a good claim to be regarded
as one of the most remarkable personages in the
world’s history. . . . At a time when the kings of

Egypt had never ventured beyond their borders,
unless it were for a foray in Ethiopia; and when in
Asia no monarch had had dominion over more than
a few petty tribes, and a few hundred miles of
territory, he conceived the magnificent notion of
binding into one the manifold nations inhabiting
the vast tract between the Zagros mountain range
and the Mediterranean. Lord by inheritance (as we
may presume) of Elam and Chaldea, or Babylonia,
he was not content with these ample tracts; but,
coveting more, proceeded on a career of conquest
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up the Euphrates valley, and through Syria into

Palestine. Successful here, he governed for twelve
years dominions extending near a thousand miles
from east to west, and from north to south,

probably not much short of five hundred.”

“Twelve years they served Chedorlaomer, and
In the thirteenth year they rebelled. And Iin the
fourteenth year came Chedorlaomer, and the kings
that were with him, and smote the Rephaims In
Ashteroth Karnaim, the Zuzims in Ham, and the
Emims in Shaveh-Kiriathaim, and the Horites in
their mount Seir, unto El-paran, which is by the
wilderness.

“And they returned, and came to En-mishpat,
which is Kadesh, and smote all the country of the
Amalakites, and also the Amorites, that dwelt in
Hazezon-tamar. And there went out the king of
Sodom, and the king of Gomorrah, and the king of
Admah, and the king of Zeboiim, and the king of
Bela (the same is Zoar;) and they joined battlé wit
them in the vale of Siddim; with Chedorlaomer the
king of Elam, and with Tidal king of nations, and
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Amraphel king of Shinar, and Arioch king of
Ellasar; four kings with five. And the vale of
Siddim was full of slimepits; and the kings of
Sodom and Gomorrah fled, and fell there; and they
that remained fled to the mountain. And they took
all the goods of Sodom and Gomorrah, and all their
victuals, and went their way. And they took Lot,
Abram’s brother’s son, who dwelt in Sodom, and
his goods, and departed. And there came one thaf
had escaped, and told Abram the Hebrew; for he
dwelt in the plain of Mamre the Amorite, brother
of Eshcol, and brother of Aner. and these were
confederate with Abram.

“And when Abram heard that his brother was
taken captive, he armed his trained servants, born
In his own house, three hundred and eighteen, and
pursued them unto Daniel. And he divided himself
against them, he and his servants, by night, and
smote them, and pursued them unto Hobah, which
IS on the left hand of Damascus. And he brought
back all the goods, and also brought again his
brother Lot, and his goods, and the women also,
and the people.” (Genesis 14:4-16)
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After the power of Chedorlaomer in Babylonia
was ended, the city of Karrak attained to the
ascendency. Of the kings of Karrak at this time, we
have the names and inscriptions of four.

Gamil-ninip gives this record of himself: —

“Gamil-ninip exalted ruler of Nipur ... of Ur . .
. Lord of Eridu, beneficent Lord of Uruk, King of
Karrak, King of Sumir and Akkad, the relative, the
delight of the eyes of Nana.”

Libit-anunit describes himself as follows: —

“Libit-anunit, first ruler of Nipur, the supreme
over Ur, . . . of Eridu, beneficent Lord of Uruk,
King of Karrak, King of Sumir and Akkad, the
restorer of Nana. Who Bit-mekit restored.”

Ismi-dagan was not only the greatest of these
kings of Karrak, but was among the greatest kings
of those early times. His personal inscription runs
thus: —
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“Ismi-dagan, the nourisher of Nipur,

the supreme over Ur, the light of Eridu,
Lord of Uruk, the powerful king,

King of Karrak, King of Sumir and Akkad,
the relative, the delight of Nana.”

Ismi-dagan, however, was not content with the
dominion of the whole of the southern country.
After the example of Nimrod, he extended his sway
to the northward over the country of Asshur. He
governed the country of Assyria by one of his sons
as viceroy. At the city of Asshur, the original
capital of Assyria, this son of Ismi-dagan built
temples which were rebuilt hundreds of years
afterward by the first Tiglath-pileser, king of
Assyria. This Tiglath-pileser says that sixty years
before his time, his greatgrandfather had pulled
down a temple which had been built six hundred
and forty-one years before that, by Samas-Rimmon
(or Shamas-Vul), the son of Ismi-dagan. Tiglath-
pileser’'s reign began about 1120 BC. Adding to
this the seven hundred and one (60+641) years, We
are carried back to 1821 BC., for the building of
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this temple. This, therefore, would place the time
of the career of Ismi-dagan about the middle of the
nineteenth century before Christ, or about fifty

years after the time of Chedorlaomer. About that
time, then, Ismi-dagan had established his
dominion over all the country from Assyria to the

Persian Gulf, and was ruling Assyria by one son
and Ur by another.

Gunguna was the son of Ismi-dagan who
governed Ur, and who succeeded his father as king
of Ur. He is notable as the builder of great public
cemeteries at his capital of Ur. His inscription
reads as follows: —

“To Samas, the ruler tuda [of the god] Ur,
leader of Bit-nirkinugal [the god] Ningal ra tuda
his Kings for the preservation of Gunguna the
powerful man, King of [the city of] Ur, for the
establishing of Anu, for the restoring of [the god]
Ur for [the god] Ur within [the city of] Ur, the g0
of Ismi-dagan king of Sumir and Akkad, Bit-hiliani
built, Bit-ginablungani built, for his preservatite
built.”
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Agu-kak-rimi, of Babylon, was the next of
these followers of Nimrod and Chedorlaomer. He
holds the distinction of being the earliest known
person to bear the definite title “King of Babylon.
His genealogy, his title, and the countries of his
dominion, are given by himself as follows: —

. Agu-kak-rimi. the powerful one am 1.
. the son of Tassi-gurubar. The ruler of
. the noble seed. many peoples,
. of Sugamunu, the warrior
. hamed by the gods Anu and Bel, of rulers,
. Hea and Merodach, the establisher
7. Sin and Shamas, of the throne of his father
8. The powerful chief, am I.
9. of Ishtar, the archer. The king of the Kassi,
10. of the goddesses, am |, and Akkadi,
11. The king judicious and wise, the king of
Babylon
12. the king learned and friendly, the great.
13. the son of Tassi-gurubar, The settler of
14. the grandson, the land of Asnunnak the
people

oOUhk,wWPNE
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15. of Abi .. ... numerous of Padan,

16. the powerful warrior, and Alman, king of
Golium,

17. devouring his enemies, the people mighty,

18. the eldest son, the king the director,

19. of Agu-rabi, of the four races,

20. the noble seed, the royal seed, the follower
of the great gods

21. of Ummih-zirriti, am 1.”

22. the ruler of lan

He further tells how that he sent an officer “to a
remote country, to the land of Nani” to bring back
to Babylon some gods that had been carried away
at some former time, from Babylon to that country.
The country of Nani was a district not a very great
distance to the northeast of Babylonia. This would
Imply that there had been a raid of those people
Into the land of Shinar, and that the forces of
Babylon had been worsted so that their city orrthei
camp was plundered.

Sargon, of Accad, was the next one of the great
conquerors. The story of his conquests we have in
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his own words. Each campaign was undertaken
under the auspices of the moon. By the color and
shape of the moon it was decided when it was
“favorable.” In addition to its historical valudji$
account Is interesting for the view it gives of
divination by the moon. His story is as follows: —

“1.

When the moon at its setting, with the color
of a dust-cloud filled the crescent, the moon
was favorable for Sargon who at this season

. marched against the country of Elam, and

subjugated the men of Elam.

. Misery he brought upon them; their food he

cut off.

When the moon at its setting filled the
crescent with the color of a dust-cloud, and
over the face of the sky the color extended
behind the moon during the day, and
remained bright,

the moon was favorable for Sargon who
marched against the country of Phoenicia,
and

subjugated the country of Phoenicia. His
hand conquered the four quarters of the
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world.

7. When the moon increased in form on the
right hand and on the left, and moreover
during the day the finger reached over the
horns,

8. the moon was favorable for Sargon who at
this season produced joy in Babylon, and

9. like dust the spoil of Bab-dhuna was carried
away, and. . ..

10. ... he made Accad a city; the city of . e. h
called its name,;

11. the men of . . . In the midst he caused to
dwell.
When the moon was fixed, and a span, . . . the

moon was favorable to Sargon as for whom at this
season the goddess Istar with favors filled for him
his hand . . . the goddess Istar all countriesaxhus

him to conquer; . . . When the moon appeared like
a lion, the moon was favorable to Sargon, who at
this season was very exalted and a rival or equal
had not; his own county was at peace. Over the
countries of the sea of the setting sun* he crgssed
and for 3 years at the setting sun all countrias hi
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hand conquered. Every place to form but one
empire he appointed. His images, at the setting sun
he erected. The spoil he caused to pass over Intc
the countries of the sea. When the moon on the
right hand was like the color of gall, and thereswa
no finger; the upper part was long and the moon
was setting (?), the moon was favorable for Sargon,
who enlarged his palace of Delight (?) by 5 mitkhu,
and established the chiefs in it, and called & th
House of Kiamizallik. When the moon was like a
cloud (?), like the color of gall, and there was no
finger; on the right side was the color of a sword,;
the circumference of the left side was visible;
towards its face on the left the color extended; th
moon was favorable for Sargon, against whom at
this season Kastubila of the country of Kazalla
rebelled, and against Kazalla Sargon marched, and
he smote their forces; he accomplished their
destruction. Their mighty army he annihilated; he
reduced Kazalla to dust and ruins. The station of
the birds he overthrew. When the moon was like a
cloud (?), like the color of gall, and there was no
finger; on the right side was the color of a sword,;
the circumference of the left was visible; and
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against its face the Seven advanced; the moon was
favorable to Sargon, against whom at this season
the elders of the whole country revolted and
besieged him in the city of Accad; but Sargon
Issued forth and smote their forces; their
destruction he accomplished. Their numerous
soldiery he massacred; the spoil that was upon
them he collected. ‘The booty of Istar!’ he shouted
When the moon had two fingers, and swords were
seen on the right side and the left, and might and
peace were on the left, its hand presented a sword
the sword in its left hand was of the color of
‘'sukhuruni; the point was held in the left hand and
there were two heads; the moon was favorable to
Sargon, who at this season subjected the men of the
country of ‘Su-edin in its plenitude to the sword,
and Sargon caused their seats to be occupied, ant
smote their forces; their destruction he
accomplished; their mighty army he cut off, and his
troops he collected; into the city of Accad he
brought them back.”

From this it will be seen that the power of
Sargon of Accad was extended over the countries

174



of Elam, Babylon and eastward, Phenicia, and the
Island of Cyprus; for he passed “over into the
countries of the sea.” His dominion was more
wide-spread, to the westward at least, than wds tha
of Chedorlaomer.

From the quoted inscription of Sargon it is very
clear that he dealt deeply in astrology and
divination. But this was not all; he was not only a
great warrior, and delved deep in astrology and
divination, but he was much of a literary man and a
patron of astronomy, as well. “At Agade, a suburb
of Sippara, Sargon founded a library, especially
famous for its works on astrology and astronomy,
copies of which were made in later times for the
libraries of Assyria.” “It was for him that the gre
work on astrology and astronomy was compiled in
seventy-two books, which Berosus translated into
Greek; and another work on the terrestrial omens
was also compiled for the same monarch.”

Naramsin was the son and successor of Sargon
of Accad. He not only maintained the dominion
that his father had acquired, but added to it. Upon
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the same tablet from which the foregoing annals of
Sargon are taken, there was inscribed the following
account of this king: — “The moon was favorable
for Naramsin who at this season marched against
the city of Apirak, and utterly destroyed it: Ris-
rimmon, the king of Apirak, he overthrew; and the
city of Apirak his hand conquered.

“The moon was favorable for Narasm who at
this season marched against the country of
Maganna and seized the country of Maganna, and .
.. the king of Maganna his hand captured.”

Naramsin followed the example of his father
In setting himself up to be worshiped through
Images of himself; for in the island of Cyprus ther
was found a Babylonian cylinder bearing the
Inscription: “Abil-Istar, the son of llu-Balidh, &
servant of the deified Narasin.”

Ellat-gulla, a woman, succeeded Naram.
But the glory of the House of Sargon had departed,
“and Ellat-gulla was the last of her race. A hoofle
strangers swept over the country, and Agade, or
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Accad, never again held the rank of a capital.”

Kudur-mabuk, another congueror from Elam,
about the time of the death of Nar&m, came to
avenge the conquest of that land by Sargon of
Accad. He overran Shinar and Chaldea, conquered
Syria, and subdued Phenicia. In consequence of all
this he took the titles of “Conqueror of the West,”
“Lord of Syria,” and “Father of Phenicia.” “This
ruler claimed dominion over the whole country
from Syria to Elam. . . . Although the monuments
of this period are inscribed with his name as lord
paramount, he did not reign personally in
Babylonia. The crown of that country he bestowed
on his son Ardu-sin.” — George Smith. One of
these inscriptions, which gives also the name of
Kudur-mabuk’s father, is as follows: —

“To [the god] Ur his King: Kudur-mabuk, Lord
of Syria, son of Simti-silhak, worshiper of Ur, his
protector marching before him, Bit-rubmah, for his
preservation and the preservation of Ardu-sin his
son, king of Larsa, they built.”
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Rim-agu was the son of Kudur-mabuk. His
name is translated rather indefinitely. Besides the
name as given in this inscription, it is translated
“Riagu,” “Eriacu,” “Ri-im-agu,” and “Rimagu.”
The form that has the preference in the booksas th
one adopted here. His position and titles as given
by hinself are as follows: —

“Rim-agu, the powerful hero, the governor of
Ur, King of Larsa, King of Sumir and Akkad.”

“‘Rim-agu, the powerful man, the high Ruler,
established by Bel, nourisher of Ur, King of Larsa,
king of Sumir and Akkad, son of Kudur-mabuk,
the Lord of Elam.”

The capture of the city of Karrak by Riagu
was an event to which so much importance was
attached that it was used as an era. A number of
tablets were found that were dated in “the fifth,”
“the sixth,” “the seventh,” “the eighth,” *“the
thirteenth,” and “the twenty-eighth” “year after
Karrak was captured.” One of them reads: “Month
Tisritu, 30th day, In the thirteenth year after
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Karrak, by the living ruler, Rim-agu, was
captured.” This proves that Karrak was a place of
no little importance.

Another inscription of this time is dated,
“Month Abu, in the year when the River Tigris, the
river of the gods, to the ocean was excavated:”
which shows that Riragu cut a channel from the
Tigris to the Persian Gulf. Another document is
dated “in the year when Kisure he [Ragu]
occupied and his powerful warriors Bel gave him
In numbers, and Dur-an he conquered.” “This
notice refers to a war in Upper Babylonia, both
Kisure and Dur-an being Iin that part of the
country.”

Hammurabi, or Khammuragas, broke the power
of Kudurmabuk and Riragu, and brought their
kingdom to an end during their lifetime. This man
was the leader of a host of invaders from the
borders of Media. He and his followers composed
the “horde of strangers” who “swept over the
country” of Accad and dispossessed Queen Ellat-
gulla of her kingdom. “After obtaining possession
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of Northern Babylonia, or Akkad, and fixing his
capital at Babylon, Hammurabi made war on the
southern portion of the country, then ruled by Rim
agu. His first attack was probably the invasion
which Rimagu claims to have repulsed; if so,
however, this success only gave a short breathing
time to the kingdom of Riragu. Hammurabi again
attacked him; and, although the king of Larsa
called in the aid of the Elamites, he and his sllie
were defeated in a decisive battle by Hammurabi,
who now took possession of the rest of the
country.” — George Smith. The triumph of
Hammurabi is recorded in the two following
Inscriptions: —

“Month Sabadu, 22nd day in the year, when
Hammurabi the king, in the service of Anu and Bel
triumphantly marched, and the Lord of Elam and
King Rim-agu he overthrew.” “Month Nisannu in
the year when Hammurabi the King in the service
of Anu and Bel triumphantly marched.”

“In spite of the brilliant reigns of Sargon and
Naramsin, who ruled in Upper Babylonia, the
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most important seats had hitherto been in the lower
country. With the reign of Hammurabi all this was
changed. . . . From the time when Hammurabi
fixed his court at Babylon, that city continuedo®

the capital of the country down to the conquest of
Babylonia by the Persians.” — George Smith.
Hammurabi himself did much to give to Babylon
the elements of permanency that caused it to
continue a great city and a mighty capital for more
than twelve hundred years. He introduced, if he did
not invent, a grand system of irrigation. An
embankment was built against the Tigris, and a net-
work of canals was constructed to distribute the
waters that were drawn from the rivers. The main
canal, as repaired by the great Nebuchadnezzar
was one of the wonders of Babylon when
Herodotus described it about BC. 450. Of the
original of this great work, Hammurabi himself
wrote thus: —

“Hammurabi the powerful king, king of
Babylon, the king renowned through the four races,
conqueror of the enemies of Muruduk, the ruler of
the delight of his heart am I. When Anu and Bel

181



the people of Sumir and Akkad to my dominion
gave, powerful adversaries intoymhand they
delivered. The river Hammurabi-nuhus-nisi
(Hammurabi the delight of men) flowing waters
giving pleasure to the people of Sumir and Akkad |
excavated, the whole of its banks to its course |
restored, the entire channel 1 filled, perennial
waters for the people of Sumir and Akkad |
established. The people of Sumir and Akkad, their
chief men | gathered, authority and possessions |
established to them; delight and pleasure | spread
out to them, in luxurious seats | seated them. Then
| Hammurabi, the powerful king, blessed by the
great gods, ith the powerful forces which Muruduk
gave me, a great wall with much earth, its top &ke
mountain raised, along the river Hammurabi-
nuhus-nisi | made.”

It will thus be seen that he not only established
an excellent system of irrigation, but that he taok
personal interest In distributing the people
throughout the land, and training them into the
enjoyment of the benefits which were thus brought
within their reach. The land of Babylon was
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marvelously productive. Herodotus says of it that
“of all the countries that we know there is none
which is so fruitful in grain. It makes no pretersi
iIndeed of growing the fig, the olive, the vine, or
any other tree of the kind, but in grain it IS so
fruitful as to yield comonly two-hundred-fold,
and when the production is the greatest, even-+three
hundred-fold. The blade of the wheat-plant and the
barley-plant is often four fingers in breadth. As f
the millet and the sesame, | shall not say to what
height they grow, though within my own
knowledge; for I am not ignorant that what | have
already written concerning the fruitfulness of
Babylonia must seem incredible to those who have

never visited the country.” — Rawlinson. Having
secured to two whole nations of people — Sumer
and Accad — in his own time, and to untold

numbers for the future, the blessings of husbandry
In such a land as this, Hammurabi, of Babylon,
deserves to be distinguished as one of the greates
kings of all time.

He himself, however, does not seem to have
looked upon this as his best title to distinctids.
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seen above, he counted it worthy of honorable
mention as one of the things that he had done; but
when he speaks of what he was, he dwells upon
altogether a different thought. This is what hessay
as to that: —

“1. Hammurabi

. the king, the powerful warrior
. destroying the enemy,

. possessor of his enemies.

. Maker of battle,

. Spreader of reverence.

. The plunderer,

. the watrrior,

. the destroyer.”

OO ~NOOTP,,WN

Samsu-iluna, or Sumu-la-ilu, the son of
Hammurabi, came next to the throne. Scarcely
anything more than his name is known, except that
he rebuilt the chief temple of Babylon. It was,
presumably, a temple to the sun, as his name
signifies. “The Sungod (is) our god.”

Ebisum, or Abesukh, was the son and successor
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of Samsuiluna. Of him so far only his name is
known from a dynastic tablet of the kings of
Babylon; and from an inscription of his son and
successor.

Ammi-satana was this son of Ebisum. His
Inscription is the following: —

“1. Ammi-satana

. the powerful king,

. king of Babylon,

. king of Kes,

. king of Sumer and Akkad,

. king of vast (?)

. land of Phenicia am I;

. descendant of Sumu-la-ilu [or Sumulan],
. eldest son

. of Abesu, am I.”

OCWOWOO~NOOITP,,WN

This shows that the conquest of the west was
still maintained by the kings of Babylon.

With Kara-indas of Babylon we enter upon a
period of distinct and considerable historical deta
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During the reign of Kara-indas, and for several
successive reigns following his, the relationship
between Babylonia and Assyria is so definite and
continuous, and the account of it is so clearhegiv
In the native records, that we begin to realizé¢ tha
now we are treading upon firm historical ground.
His official inscription reads as follosv—

“Kara-indas, the powerful King, King of
Babylon, King of Sumir and Akkad, King of
Kassu, King of Karuduniyas.”

In the time between Ismi-dagan and king Kara-
Indas, Assyria had acquired independence under &
certain Bel-kapkapu, who, Iin the Assyrian
Inscriptions, is given the title “the founder ofeth
monarchy” of Assyria. Between this Bel-kapkapu,
of Assyria, and the reign of Kara-indas, of
Babylon, the kings of Assyria had gained sufficient
power to enable them to enter into treaties and
agreements, upon equal terms with the kings of
Babylon. The relations between the two countries
and their kings are friendly, and, on the part of
both, their treaties are entered into “of their own

186



accord.” Such is the standing of the two kingdoms
when we are again introduced to thdm the
following inscription: —

“Kara-indas, king of Kar-Dunias, and Assur-
bil-nisi-su king of Assyria, a covenant between
them with one another established; and they gave
an oath of their own accord to one another in
regard to the boundaries.”

Kara-indas of Babylon was succeeded by Kuri-
galzu, whose reign was about 1650-1640 BC. He
was succeeded by his son, Burna-buryas. While
Burna-buryas was king of Babylon, Buzur-Assur
was king of Assyria. By this time it became
necessary to settle the boundary again; and, as
before, the two kings do it in a friendly conferenc
of which the following account is given: —

“Buzur-Assur, king of Assyria, and Burna-
buryas, king of Kar-Dunias, had a conference; and
a definite boundary they fixed of their aw
accord.”
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Buzur-Assur, king of Assyria, was succeeded
by Assur-nadin-akhi, about 1640 BC., and he by
his son Assur-yuballidh.

It was about 1636-1624 BC. that Burna-buryas,
of Babylon, and Assur-yuballidh, of Assyria, were
contemporary. Burna-buryas married Muballidhat-
Serua, the daughter of Assur-yuballidh. A son of
this marriage, named Kara-Murudas, or Kara-Uras,
succeeded to the throne of Babylon. At this the
army revolted and slew King Kara-Murudas, and
set up for king of Babylon a man of their own
choice, named Nazi-bugas. About this time Assur-
yuballidh died and was succeeded by his son Bel-
nirari, uncle of Kara- Murudas who had been put to
death in Babylon. Bel-nirari, to avenge his
murdered nephew, marched with an army to
Babylon, slew the nesinade king, Nazi-bugas, and
placed upon the throne of Babylon “Kuri-galzu the
second,” another son of Burna-buryas. The original
account runs thus: —

In the time of Assur-yuballidh, king of Assyria,
Kara-Murudas, king of Kar-Dunias, the son of
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Muballidhat-Serua the daughter of Assur-
yuballidh, soldiers of the Kassi revolted against
him and slew him. Nazi-bugas a man of low
parentage they raised to the kingdom to be over
them.

“Bel-nirari to exact vengeance for Kara-
Murudas, his nephew, marched to Kar-Dunias.
Nazibugas, king of Kar-Dunias, he slew; Kuri-
galzu the second, the son of Burna-buryas, he
appointed to the kingdom; on the throne of his
father he seated him.”

This rebellion in Babylon put an end forever to
any really friendly relations between Babylonia
and Assyria. It was natural enough that the king of
Assyria should avenge the murder of his nephew
and restore the throne to the house of Burna-
buryas. But this act of friendship was not much
appreciated on the part of Kuri-galzu the secofd, o
Babylon; or else Bel-nirari, of Assyria, took
advantage of it to assert an undue authority in the
affairs of the kingdom of Babylon; for it was not
long before there was war between Bel-nirari and
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this same Kuri-galzu whom he had placed upon the
throne. The armies et on the Tigris, and the
forces of Kuri-galzu were “utterly defeated.” Ireth
treaty that followed, the “definite boundary” of
Assyria was carried as far as the land of Babylon,
which would seem to imply that the land of Accad
was made a part of the kingdom of Assyria. The
record is as follows: —

“In the time of Bel-nirari king of Assyria, Kuri-
galzu the second, king of Kar-Dunias, with
Belnirari king of Assyria, in the city of Sugagi
which is upon the Tigris, fought. He [Bel-nirari]
utterly defeated himHis soldiers he slew. From
the ascent (?) to the land of Subari as far as the
land of Kar-Dunias they neutralized [literally
“caused to be alike” to both] the country and fixed
it; a definite boundary they established.”

In Babylon

Kuri-galuz Il was succeeded by his son Mili-
sihu; and he by his son Merodach-Baladan I. In a
record of the gift of “a plantation” to a certain
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governor, this genealogy is given as follows: —

“A field of the town of Dur-zizi beside the river
Tigris, . . . which Merodach-Baladan, the king of
nations, king of Sumer and Akkad, son of Mili-
sihu, king of Babylon, grandson of Kuri-galzu, the
unrivaled Kking; to Maruduk-zakir-izkur, the
governor of . . . Appointed for after days,
successive months and years unbroken, to that mar
without fail, | give for good, like the delight of
heaven, for a settlement in return for his work.”

In Assyria

Bel-nirari was succeeded by his son Pidol; and
he by his son Rimmon-nirari. In an inscription left
by Rimmon-nirari, this genealogy is given as
follows: -

“Vul-nirari, the noble prince . . . The mighty
worshiper of Bel, son of Pudil, priest of Bel,
viceroy of Assur, . . . grandson of Bel-nirari,

viceroy of Assur also, who the army of the Kassi
destroyed, and the spoil of his enemies his hand
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captured, remover of boundaries and landmarks.
Great-grandson of Assurubalid the powerful king, .
. . remover of boundaries and landmarks.”

Rimmon-nirari declares himself the “conqueror
of the armies of the Kassi, Guti (Goim), Lulumi,
and Subari, destroyer of the upper and lower
foreigners, trampling on their countries from Lubbi
and Rapiqu, to the confines of Zabiddi and Nisi.”
The country of the Kassi was southeast of Assyria;
the Goim were the “nations” of Genesis 14:1, and
were a nomadic people to the eastward of Assyria;
and Subari lay at the northwest, in the angle
formed by the Euphrates and the mountains. The
Assyrian kingdom was thus enlarged by Rimmon-
nirari to the northward, the southeastward, and the
eastward. But this was not all: it was extended to
the southward also. “This tablet is of the highest
Importance: it shows that Assyria at this time had
already taken a leading place in the world. The
Kassi who were defeated both by Bel-nirari and his
grandson Vulnirari, were the leading tribe in
Babylonia at this time.”
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As the record makes no mention of any
difficulty between Mili-sihu and Pudil, nor
between Merodach-Baladan and Rimmonnirari, it
must be that the relations between these two
kingdoms continued according to the settlement
made by Bel-nirari and Kurigalzu. But when Nazi-
Murudas succeeded Merodach-Baladan, there was
war again, with the result that the Babylonian
forces were again completely overthrown. The
record states it thus: —

“‘Rimmon-nirari king of Assyria, and Nazi-
Murudas king of KarDunias, fought with one
another Iin the city of Kar-Istar-Agar ‘sallu.
Rimmon-nirari utterly overthrew Nazi-Murudas.
He shattered his forces; his camp and his tutelary
gods he took from him. In regard to a definite
boundary, . . . their boundaries, from the diractio
of the country of Pilasqg on the farther banks @& th
Tigris and the city of Arman-Agar ‘salli as far as
the country of Lulume, they established and fixed.”

Shalmaneser |, the son of Rimmon-nirari next
succeeded to the throne of Assyria. He gives us his
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genealogy in the following words: —

“Shalmaneser, the powerful king, king of
nations, king of Assyria; son of Vul [Rimmon]-
nirari, the powerful king, king of nations, king of
Assyria, son of Budil, the powerful king, king of
nations, king of Assyria also.”

He declares himself the “Conqueror of . . . Nirl,
Lulumi, . . . and Muzri, who In the service of the
goddess Istar, his lady, has marched and has nc
rival; who in the midst of battle has fought and ha
conquered all the lands.” The Niri, or Nairiere at
the northward about Lake Van. Muzri was east of
Assyria. He tells how that “from its foundation to
its roof,” he had rebuilt a temple of Istar at Niah
which had been originally built by one of the
earliest kings of Assyria; and which, having fallen
Into decay, had been restored by Assur-yuballidh;
but in the course of his own time had again
decayed. He also built for himself a palace in the
city of Nineveh, making it his capital city. Hetlse
earliest of the Assyrian kings, so far as any prese
known records show, who made Nineveh a royal
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residence. One of the bricks of this palace haa bee
found bearing the words: “Palace of Shalmaneser,
king of nations; son of Vul [Rimmon]-nirari, king
of nations also.” He rebuilt also the city of Calah
Although he rebuilt the temple of Istar “from the
foundation to the roof,” it appears that he did not
entirely finish it; this was done by his son and
successor.

Tugulti-ninip was the name of this son of
Shalmaneser |. He speaks of himself as having
“completed” the temple of Istar built by his father
His words are as follows: —

“Tugulti-ninip  king of nations, son of
Shalmaneser king of nations also; who the temple
of Istar the lady powerful, completed.”

Tugulti-ninip invaded Babylonia, subdued it,
and held it under his power for seven years, “thus
uniting the whole Euphrates valley under one
sceptre.” — George Smith. Then the chief men of
Babylon and Accad revolted and placed on the
Babylonian throne the native heir to it — Rimmon-

195



nadin-akhi. Their success was assured by a
conspiracy against the king of Assyria in his own
capital. His own son Assur-natsir-apli, or Asshur-
nazir-pal, was one of the principals, if not the
leader, of this conspiracy. They shut up Tugulti-
ninip in his palace, and afterward murdered him. A
Babylonian account of these points is as follows:

“Tukulti-ninip  returned to Babylon and
approached, the fortress of Babylon he captured,;
the Babylonians, with the sword he caused to be
slain; the property of Esaggil and Babylon, the . .
of the great lord Marduk [Merodach], in his hand
he gathered and caused to be taken to Assyria. The
policy of his prefects in Kar-Dunias he settled.
Seven years Tukulti-ninip Kar-Dunias governed.
Afterwards the great men of Akkad and of Kar-
Dunias revolted against him, and Rammanu-nadin-
akhi on the throne of his father they set. Tukulti-
ninip who Babylon to evil had brought, Assur-
natsir-apli his son, and the great men of Assyria,
revolted against him and from his throne they
threw him; and in Kar-Tukulti-ninip, in the house,
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they shut him up and killed him with the sword.”

Queries may already have arisen in the mind of
the reader as to why it was that the ambitiousking
of Babylon and Assyria of these later times, made
no conquests, nor even any expeditions, in the
regions of the west, such as were made in the
earlier times by Chedorlaomer, Sargon, and Ammi-
satana. Why was the war-spirit of the kings of
these two countries indulged altogether in battles
with one another, or with Elam on the east, oinas
the case of Shalmaneser, with the wild tribes ef th
north or of the east? The answer to this is that
Egypt had extended her power over all the west;
and even over Babylonia and Assyria, so that the
kings of both Babylon and Assyria paid tribute to
Egypt and acknowledged her suzerainty.

Note

Since the first edition of this work was issued,
there has been found and translated the “Code of
Hammurabi,” the great king of earliest Babylon.
By the translators it is called “The Oldest Code of
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Laws in the World.” Possibly this may be correct:
It is certain that it is the oldest one that hasrbe
discovered. However, it is simply a civil code of
originally two hundred and eighty-two sections (or
rather items; for each section is composed of a
single sentence, many of them quite short), thirty-
five of which have been obliterated. The contents
of the code are so entirely of local interest only,
that the real value of it for our day does notifyst
the great importance that has been given it in the
public prints. It contains regulations as to
marriages, dowries, inheritances, rentals, corgract
rates of hire or wages, penalties for thefts,
embezzlements, murders, bodily injuries, etc.
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Egyptian Calendar

Thoth July 20
Paophi August 19
Athyr September 18
Choiak October 18
Tybi November 17
Mechir December 17
Phamenoth January 16
Pharmuthi February 15
Pashons March 17
Payni April 16
Epiphi May 16
Mesore June 15
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Chapter 7

The Egyptian Empire

Of the chronology of all these ancient nations,
that of early Egypt is the most uncertain. With
respect to the chronology of the earlier times of
both Babylon and Assyria, there is indeed a
considerable element of uncertainty; yet thers it |
possible to know, in most instances, that we are
somewhere near the correct time, especially in the
case of Assyria. But with early Egypt the
uncertainty is absolute.

More testimony from Egyptian monuments has
been found and read than from any other nation;
but “the difficulty of this subject had increased
with the new information of the monuments. The
statements of ancient writers were easily recodcile
with half knowledge; but better information shows
discrepancies which are in most instances beyond
all present hope of solution. It may be said that w
know something of the outlines of the technical
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part of Egyptian chronology; but its historical par

IS In a great measure mere conjecture, before the
times when we can check the Egyptian list by their
synchronisms with Hebrew and Assyrian history.”

“The greatest of all the obstacles in the way of
establishing a regular Egyptian chronology, is the
fact that the Egyptians themselves never had any
chronology at all. The use of a fixed era was
unknown, and it has not yet been proved that they
had any other reckoning than the years of the
reigning monarch. Now these years themselves had
no fixed starting point; for sometimes they began
from the commencement of the year in which the
preceding king died, and sometimes from the day
of the coronation of the king.” A monarch might
occupy the throne ten years in conjunction with his
father, thirty-two years alone, and three years in
conjunction with his son; in an Egyptian royal list
he will be credited with forty-five years, although
his first ten years will be assigned also to hikda,
and his last three years to his son. Contemporary
dynasties, if accepted as legitimate, will app®@ar |
an Egyptian list as consecutive; while dynastigs no
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so accepted, however long they may have reigned,
will disappear altogether.”

No less than ten distinct schemes of Egyptian
chronology have been attempted by the
Egyptologists of the present age. And these
“modern critics of the best judgment and the widest
knowledge, basing their conclusions on identically
the same data, have published to the world views
upon the subject which are not only divergent and
conflicting, but which differ, in the estimates tha
are the most extreme, to the extent of above three
thousand years! Bockh gives for the year of the
accession of Menes (M'na), the supposed first
Egyptian king, the year BC. 5702; Unger, the year
BC. 5613; Mariette-Bey and Lenormant, BC. 5004,
Brugsch-Bey, BC. 4455; Lauth, BC. 4157, Lepsius,
BC. 3852; Bunsen, 3623 or 3059; Mr. Reginald
Stuart Poole, BC. 2717; and Sir Gardiner
Wilkinson, BC. 2691. It is as if the best auth@&sti
on Roman history were to tell us, some of them
that the Republic was founded in BC. 508, and
others in BC. 3508. Such extraordinary divergency
argues something unique Iin the conditions of the
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problem to be solved; and it is the more
remarkable, since the materials for the history are
abundant, and include sources of the most
Impeachable character. . . . Until some fresh light
shall be thrown upon this point by the progress of
discovery, the uncertainty attaching to the Egyptia
chronology must continue, and for the early period
must be an uncertainty, not of centuries, but of
millennia.”

The sum of the matter seems certainly to be,
and “it can never be too often repeated,” that “the
Egyptians themselves had no chronology. It never
occurred to them to consider, or to ask, how long a
dynasty had occupied the throne.” They “had no
era; they drew out no chronological schemes. They
cared for nothing but to know how long each
Incarnate god, human or bovine, had condescendec
to tarry upon the earth. They recorded carefulgy th
length of the life of each Apis bull, and the ldmngt
of the reign of each king; but they neglected @ ta
note of the intervals between one Apis bull and
another, and omitted to distinguish the sole refyn
a monarch from his joint reign with others.” With
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respect therefore to calculations based upon ancien
Egyptian chronology, the conclusion seems to be
that, “however precise these calculations may
appear to be, modern science must always faisin it
attempts to restore what the Egyptians never
possessed.”

The Egyptians themselves held that the gods
were their first rulers; and after these the demsgo
This made it perfectly easy for them to give to
themselves as many “dynasties,” and as many
thousands of years to each dynasty, as they might
choose to imagine. And the modern scientists,
holding as tenaciously to the theory of evolutian a
the Egyptians did to their gods, can by the
evolutionary hypothesis just as easily support all
that the Egyptians proposed by their theory of the
gods. The evolutionist holds that man is a product
of development from protoplasm through the ape
and “the missing link.” He sees that in early Eqypt
civilization and art had attained to a high degrée
development. He finds no evidence that there were
any people in Egypt before the Egyptians, who
have always been there. He knows, as everybody
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must know, that it would take no little length of

time for a protoplasmic chit to evolve itself unto

the kind of man that could build the Pyramids, set
up the Sphinx, and construct the wonderful Hall of
Columns.

Therefore, putting all these things together, he
“knows” well enough that Egyptian history “must”
cover “innumerable ages.” But to the person who is
acquainted with creation and revelation, to the
person who knows the power and faithfulness of
the word of God, there is no such fallacious
necessity. Such ones know that mankind has
generated from perfection to the condition in which
he was in ancient Egypt, and in Greece and Rome
when Christ came into the world. And knowing
this, it is perfectly easy to understand the cooulit
of ancient Egypt, or any other ancient nation,
without resorting to myths and fables.

It may properly be inquired, also, If
development instead of degeneracy be the
universal law, why is it that Egypt and every other
ancient nation has degenerated? If development
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Instead of degeneracy is the law, why is it that th
ancient Egyptians were adepts Iin arts and
appliances which are utterly beyond the ken, and
only excite the wonder, of even the nineteenth
century development? Why also is it that In
philosophy, art, and law the people of this
nineteenth century are obliged to be mere copyists
of the ancient Greeks and Romans? It is true that
the nineteenth century after Christ knows many
things that the nineteenth century before Chridt di
not know. So also the nineteenth century before
Christ knew much that the nineteenth century after
Christ does not know. But if development be the
universal and prevailing law, why were not all
these ancient things retained and improved upon by
mankind through all the centuries following?

There is one point, however, upon which the
ancient Egyptian theory of the rule of the gods has
the advantage of the modern theory of evolution —
it has at least the reflection of a truth. It clgar
points to a time when the Egyptians knew God and
served Him only, and had no king or ruler other
than God. Then when a king did set himself, or was
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set, as ruler over them, he put himself in the glac
of God, and claimed to be, not merely the
representative of God, but the very impersonation
of God. He claimed identity with God, and was
addressed as a god. Such was the theory of the
Egyptian kingship. And it plainly shows a
departure from the original condition when they
had no ruler but God.

The same principle is illustrated in the title,
“Viceroy of Asshur,” borne by the Assyrian kings,
who, however, with the exception of two or three
Individuals, never claimed to be more than viceroy
of their god. Such, indeed, is the course of all
idolatry, and the origin of kingship in the world.
was followed even by the people whom God had
brought out of Egypt. For the arch-deceiver
seduced men into idolatry, and from idolatry into
monarchy, in order that he might gain supremacy
over them and exact obedience to himself, and
prohibit by force the service of God. For the
service of the gods was always the service of
devils. Egypt was the first of the kingdoms of the
world that Satan used to put this wicked principle
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systematically into practise. And thus it is that i
the Scriptures, “Egypt” stands forever as a symbol
of all that is opposed to God.

The whole of the history of Egypt during the
first centuries is confined to her own proper Ignit
In the valley of the Nile. There were invasions
from Ethiopia which she was obliged to repel.
These were followed by invasions of Ethiopia
which ended in the complete conquest of that
country by the forces of Egypt. There were also
occasional conflicts on the other borders — the
Sinaitic peninsula, in defense of her copper mines
there, and Arabia Petrea and southern Palestine or
the northeast.

There was an invasion of Egypt also, and a
total subjugation of the country for hundreds of
years, by a vast horde from the countries of the
northeast, led by the Hittites. These invaders were
called by the Egyptians “Hyksos,” which means
Shepherds. “They devastated Egypt from the
Mediterranean to Thebes, and perhaps to
Elephantine.” They wrought such ruin of every
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kind everywhere, massacring the men, enslaving
the women and children, burning the cities, and
razing the temples, that they made forever the very
idea of a shepherd “an abomination unto the
Egyptians.” (Genesis 46:34) Their capital was
Tanis, the Zoan of the Bible. (Ezekiel 30:14)

Aames was the king under whose leadership
the yoke of the Shepherds was broken, and by
whom Egypt was delivered from their dreadful
rule. The history of Egypt during the time of the
rule of the Shepherds is practically a blank;
because when they were expelled, the Egyptians
swept away, so far as possible, every memorial of
them. The devastation that the Shepherds
themselves wrought at their entrance into Egypt,
was more than repeated by the Egyptians when
they had expelled the Shepherds. “The only certain
fact we can mention is, that no one monument
remains to teach us what became of the ancient
splendor of Egypt under the Hyksos. . . . And this
silence even, tells the calamities Egypt undenient.

The time of the reigns of Aames and Amen-
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hotep, or Amenophis |, the son and immediate
successor of Aames, about forty years, 1820-1780
BC, was fully occupied in bringing the restored
kingdom to a condition of governmental order, and
extending the power of Egypt over Ethiopia.

Thothmes |, the third king after the expulsion
of the Shepherds, was the one in whom Egypt
began to indulge the ambition for empire. His time
was about 1780-1745.

“At this period of their history, the Egyptians
for the first time carried their arms deep into &si
overrunning  Syria, and even invading
Mesopotamia, or the tract between the Tigris and
the Euphrates. Hitherto the farthest point reached
In this direction had been Sharuhen in Southern
Palestine, a city assigned [afterward] to the tobe
Simeon by Joshua. Invaders from the lower
Mesopotamian region had from time to time made
their appearance in the broad Syrian valleys and
plains; had drunk the waters of the Orontes and the
Jordan; ravaged the open country; and even,
perhaps, destroyed the towns. But Syria was
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hitherto almost an undiscovered region to the
powerful people which, nurturing its strength e th

Nile valley, had remained content with its own
natural limits, and scarcely grasped at any
conquests.

“A time was now come when this comparative
quietude and absence of ambition were about to
cease. Provoked by the attack made upon her from
the side of Asia, and smarting from the wounds
Inflicted upon her pride and her prosperity by the
Hyksos during the period of their rule, Egypt now
set herself to retaliate, and for three centuries
continued at intervals to pour her armies into the
eastern continent, and to carry fire and sword over
the extensive and populous regions which lay
between the Mediterranean and the Zagros
mountain range. There is some uncertainty as to the
extent of her conquests; but no reasonable doubt
can be entertained that for a space of three hdndre
years Egypt was the most powerful and the most
aggressive state that the world contained, and held
a dominion that has as much right to be called an
‘Empire’ as the Assyrian, the Babylonian, or the
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Persian. While Babylonia, ruled by Arab
conquerors, declined in strength, and Assyria
proper was merely struggling into independence,
Egypt put forth her arms, and grasped the fairest
regions of the earth’s surface. Thus commenced
that struggle for predominance between
northeastern Africa and southwestern Asia, which
lasted for above a thousand years, and was scarcel’
terminated untii Rome appeared upon the scene
and reduced both the rivals under her world-wide
sway.”

As before stated, this work was begun by
Thothmes |. But before attempting to follow his
expeditions in Asia, it will be well to know the
names and positions of the countries and their
peoples, which, according to the Egyptian records,
were found there. “We shall then be able to judge
what were the facilities and what the obstacles
found by the Pharaohs in the way of their
enterprises.

“Immediately on the northeast frontier of
Egypt, the desert between it and Syria was
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occupied by Bedouin tribes, whom the

hieroglyphic inscriptions always call Shasu. The

most important of these, and the nearest to Egypt,
were the Amalekites of the Bible, the Amalika of

the Arabian historians, though this name applied
equally to the Edomites, or Idumeans, and
Midianites who are sometimes mentioned among
the Shasu, and even generally to all the nomadic
tribes of the desert.

“Palestine was entirely in the hands of the
Canaanites, who, after the defeat of the Shepherds
were unable to form a powerful monarchy; but
were In the divided state in which Joshua found
them when, a little later, he conducted the Hebrews
Into that country. They formed an almost infinite
number of petty principalities; every city had its
own king, often in rivalry with, or hostile to, his
neighbors. This state of division and local isaati
made Palestine an easy prey to every conqueror,
for it hardly permitted them to unite against a
common enemy. But at the same time it rendered a
complete and perfect conquest of the country
difficult, for it was necessarily favorable to palt
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Insurrections, incessantly liable to break out.

“The Syrian populations, who, to the north of
the Canaanites, occupied the provinces called in
the Bible by the general name of Aram, as far as
the River Euphrates, belonged to the confederation
of the Rotennu, or Retennu, extending beyond the
river and embracing all Mesopotamia (Naharaina).
What we have already said of the Cushites may be
applied to this confederation. The Rotennu had no
well-defined territory, nor even a decided unity of
race. They already possessed powerful cities, such
as Nineveh and Babylon; but there were still many
nomadic tribes within the ill-defined limits of the
confederacy. Their name was taken from the city of
Resen, apparently the most ancient, and originally
the most important city of Assyria. The germ of the
Rotennu confederation was formed by the Semitic
Assyro-Chaldean people, who were not yet welded
Into a compact monarchy, but were an aggregation
of petty states, each having its own sovereign, and
united by ties of a nature unknown to us. The first
great Chaldean empire . . . was In fact at this
moment so crippled in power that the last
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descendants of its early kings, reduced to the
possession of Babylon, and perhaps even to Erech
the first seat of their power, were nothing more
than mere members of the Rotennu confederacy.
With the Assyro-Chaldeans, who were at its head,
were joined in this confederation the Arameans on
both sides of the Euphrates, whom history shows to
have been always friendly to, and in strict allanc
with, Assyria.

“The mountains to the north of Mesopotamia
were inhabited by the Remenen, or Armenians, of
the Japhetic race.

“Finally, west of the Rotennu, in the valley of
the Orontes and the vast space contained betweel
the left bank of the Euphrates, the Taurus, and the
sea, that Canaanitish tribe, apparently always the
strongest and most powerful, the Khitas, or Hatite
(a small branch of whom remained in Palestine
near Hebron), had founded a warlike and
formidable empire, a strongly centralized
monarchy. . . . But the power of the Hittite
kingdom does not seem to have been sufficiently
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great to be dreaded by the Egyptians, and it is not
until the time of the following dynasty that we see

them playing a considerable part in the affairs of
Western Asia.”

The first of the military expeditions of
Thothmes | was conducted to the southward into
Ethiopia and Nubia. Several battles were fought, in
one of which, his captain-general says, “his
majesty became more furious than a panther,” and
with an arrow himself succeeded in wounding the
chief of his enemies so that he was made a
prisoner. He declares that “the An of Nubia were
hewed in pieces, and scattered all over their lands
till “their stench filled the valleys.” “At last a
general submission wasaae, and a large tract of
territory was ceded. The Egyptian frontier was
pushed on from Samneh (lat. 21 o 50) to Tombos
(lat. 19 0); and a memorial was set up at therlatte
place to mark the existing extent of the empire
southward. A new officer was appointed to govern
the newly annexed country, who was called ‘the
ruler of Kush,” and appears to have resided at
Samneh.”
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When he had firmly fixed his power in the
south, Thothmes | marched into Asia. Palestine
was overrun, and the Canaanites were brought into
submission. He then invaded Aram, as he says, “for
the purpose of taking satisfaction upon the
countries.” In the neighborhood of Damascus he
met and defeated a large force of the Rotennu.
Having subdued the Rotennu of Aram, he next
crossed the Euphrates at Carchemish, and througt
“a long series of battles” conquered the Rotennu of
Aram-Naharaim. “A single captain boasts that in
the course of the expedition he ‘took twenty-one
hands,’ or, in other words, killed twenty-one men,
besides capturing a horse and a chariot. If one man
could do so much, what must have been the
amount of injury inflicted by the entire host?
Egyptian armies, according to Manetho, were
counted by hundreds of thousands; and even if for
‘hundreds’ we substitute ‘tens,” the result must
have been a carnage and a desolation sufficiently
distressing.” He returned to Egypt with great booty
and many captives, and set up a tablet on which he
recorded his exploits.
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Thothmes |l was the son and successor of
Thothmes |. His reign was “very short.” He made
one expedition against the Arabs in the northern
parts of the Sinaitic peninsula, and spent theotst
his short reign with his sister Hatasu in building
temples to their gods.

Hatasu Is supposed to have been the cause o
the “very short” reign of Thothmes Il; because
during the minority of her younger brother, then
about five years old, she made herself the ruler of
Egypt, not as regent but in fact: occupying the
throne herself and allowing the brother a seat upon
her footstool. She also erased the name of
Thothmes Il from his monuments, and put her own
name or her father's name in its place. She wore
man’s clothing, and adopted the title of “king.”
“She i1s constantly represented upon the
monuments, in male attire, often crowned with the
tall plumes of Ammon; she calls herself ‘the son of
the Sun,” ‘the good god, ‘the lord of the two
lands,’ ‘beloved of Ammon-Ra, the god of kings,’
and ‘His majesty herself.™
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As a builder she did indeed succeed in attaining
a distinction equal to that of the kings themselves
She set up at Karnak two obelisks, each one
hundred feet tall and weighing three hundred and
Sixty-eight tons, which, she says, was
accomplished in seven months from the time the
stone was cut in the quarries of Syene.

By a friendly expedition down the Red Sea to
“the land of Punt,” Yemen, or Arabia Felix, she
secured the recognition of the suzerainty of Egypt
over that “country fertile and rich in itself, and
which, being the depot of Indian commerce, was
the object of the desires of the Egyptian monarchy,
as the possession of it was necessarily an almost
Inexhaustible source of wealth.” Among the
articles of commerce obtained In this one
expedition, she names incense, gold, silver, ivory,
ebony, cassia, kohl, or stibium, apes, baboons,
dogs, slaves, and leopard-skins. She declared,
“Never had a convoy been made like this one by
any king since the creation of the world,” and that
nothing similar to this expedition had been “done
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In the times of a former king In this country
eternally.” When Htasu died, after a reign of
about twenty-two years, she was succeeded by hel
younger brother whom she had kept In a
subordinate position all the time.

Thothmes lll, was the title which this king
bore. He showed his resentment of the conduct of
Hatasu by attempting a systematic erasure of her
name from her monumental records. His purpose
was not fully accomplished, because the persons
employed to do it failed to cut deep enough; and so
her history has been made out “without much
difficulty.” He did however completely exclude her
name from the list of sovereigns, by dating his own
reign alone from the death of his brother. This
gives him a reign of fifty-four years, about 1742-
1688 BC.

The young king was certainly a man of very
strong individuality; for in spite of the constant
curbing and humiliation that was put upon him by
the masculine Hatasu through all the years of his
early life, he became one of the greatest of
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Egyptian kings, and “beyond a doubt the greatest
of Egyptian conguerors.” “No later monarch ever
exceeded his glories; Thothmes lll, is the nearest
approach to the ideal Sesostris, the only Pharaoh
who really penetrated with a hostile force deep int
the heart of Assyria, and forced the great states o
Western Asia to pay him tribute, if not even to
acknowledge his suzerainty.”

Before the first year of his sole reign had
ended, in the month of Pharmuthi, he began his
military career by the invasion of Palestine, with
the intent, as he himself says, of “extending the
frontiers of Egypt by his victories.” He says that
the people from Sharon to Jericho “were coming to
rebel against His Majesty.” On the fifth day of the
month Pashons he entered Gaza in triumph. After
eleven days he “took his way on the sixteenth of
Pashons to the fortress of Jamnia.” As he
proceeded from there he “discoursed with his brave
troops, telling them that the vile enemies” he was
sure, would be found concentrated at Megiddo. In
this he was correct, for, “even at the moment,s thi
they had done.
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By scouts he learned that “the chiefs of the
countries from the waters [river] of Egypt to the
places of Naharaina [Mesopotamia]’ with the
Hittites, had concentrated in the plain of Esdmelo
“at the fortress which is in Maketa [Megiddo].”
They were also guarding the main roads through
Ajalon to Taanach. The officers of the army of
Thothmes advised that he march his army up the
coast, and by a circuitous route enter the plain of
Esdraelon from the north. Upon the chance that
those who were guarding the passes would not
fight, he decided to take the direct road through
Ajalon to Taanach, and enter the plain of Esdraelon
“In the face” of the allied hosts.

His calculations were correct. For without
difficulty he reached the lake of Keneh, a little
south of Megiddo, about noon on the twenty-first
of Pashons. There “His Majesty pitched his tent to
make a speech before his whole army, saying,
‘Hasten you, put on your helmets, for | shall fby t
fight with the vile enemy on the morning.’
Therefore was a rest at the doors of the King’s ten
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made by the baggage of the Chiefs, things of the
followers, and supplies. Was passed the watchword
of the army, who say, ‘Firm, firm, watch, watch,
watch actively, at the King’s pavilion.” The lanfl o
Meru, and those born of the South and North
[Upper and Lower Egypt] have come to address
His Majesty.

“Moreover on the twenty-second day of the
month Pashons, the day of the festival of the new
moon and laying the royal crown, on the morning
then in presence of the entire army, was passed the
watchword; His Majesty proceeding in his chariot
of gold, distinguished by the decorations of work,
like the terrible Horus the Lord who makes things,
like Mentu, Lord of Uas. The southern horn [right
wing] of the army of His Majesty was at the shore
of the lake of Kaina [Kneh], the northern horn
extending to the northwest of Maketa [Megiddo],
His Majesty being in the midst of them, the god
Amen being the protection in his active limbs, he
wounding them with his arms.

“His Majesty prevailed over them before his
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army. They saw His Majesty prevailing over them,
they fell prostrate on the plains of Maketa onthei
faces through terror; they left their horses, their
chariots of gold and silver which drew them, and
were dragged by the entanglement of their clothes
to that fortress. The men shut up in that fortress
took off their clothes to haul them up to that
fortress. The troops of His Majesty took no heed of
capturing the things of the fallen. The army
reached Maketa at the moment when the vile
enemy of Kateshu and the vile enemy of the
fortress were striving to let them enter the fatre
His Majesty frightened them; he prevailed by his
diadem over them. Their horses and their chariots
of gold and of silver were captured, were brought
to His Majesty. Their dead lay in ranks like fishes
on the ground. The victorious army of His Majesty
turned back to count the things captured.

“Then the camp was captured, his whole army
In joy giving thanks, giving glory to Amen for
what he had given to his son. The troops of His
Majesty praising his power. They were bringing
the spoil they took of hands, living captives,

224



horses, chariots of silver and gold. . . . Living
captives 340, hands 83, mares 2041, filles 191,
stallions 6, chariots plated with gold, an ark oldy

of the enemy, an excellent chariot plated with gold
of the Chief, 892 chariots of his vile army, total
924; 1 excellent suit of bronze armor of the enemy,
a bronze suit of armor of the Chief of Maketa, 200
suits of armor of his vile army, 502 bows his
delight, 7 poles of the pavilion of the enemy pliate
with silver.”

This defeat of such a great force and the
capture of Megiddo he counted equal to the capture
of a thousand other fortresses; for the result was
that “every Chief of the countries and rebellious
places came into it” making their submission.
“Then the Chiefs of that land came, bringing the
usual tribute, adoring the spirits of His Majesty,
asking breath for their nostrils of the greatneks o
his power and the importance of his spirits, having
their tribute of silver, gold, lapis-lazuli, turgge,
and alabaster, vessels of wine, flocks. The army of
His Majesty made the prisoners bear the tribute Iin
the galley.” That is, the spoil was brought down to
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the sea and placed in the galleys of the Egyptian
fleet to be transported to Egypt and the capital of
the Kking.

“Then the army took . . . bulls 1949, she-goats
2000, white goats 20,500. The total amount of
things led behind by His Majesty from the things of
the place of the enemy who was in the land of the
Ruten, from the fortress of Nunaa, from the fogdres
of Anaukassa, from Hurankar, with the things
which belonged to the fortresses, placed in the
waters [i. e., in the ships in the waters] 38 dirth
family, 87 sons of Chiefs of the enemy, and of the
leaders with him 5, others — slaves, male and
female including children — 1796, prisoners who
surrendered, starved out of the enemy 103; total
2503: besides gems, gold dishes, and various vases
a great cup, the work of the Kharu [Syrians],
dishes, various vases, for drinking, having great
stands; 97 swords weighing 1784 pounds, gold in
rings found in the hands of the workmen, and silver
In many rings, 966 pounds, 1 ounce; a silver statue
the head of gold, seats of men, of ivory, ebong, an
cedar, inlaid with gold, chairs of the enemy 6,
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footstools belonging to them 6 6, large tables of
Ivory and cedar inlaid with gold and all precious
stones, a stick in the shape of a scepter of that
Chief inlaid with gold throughout; statues of the
fallen Chief, of ebony inlaid with gold, of which
the heads are of gold, vessels of bronze, ad an
Infinite quantity of the clothes of the enemy. When
the fields of the district were taken to calculate
their produce to the King’s house, to lay downithel
qguota, the total of the quantity brought tasH
Majesty from the plains of Maketa was 208,000
bushels of corn, besides what was cut and taken
away.”

Such was the result of the first campaign of
Thothmes Ill; and in the course of the next
seventeen years it was followed by thirteen others.
For “in the thirty-ninth year His Majesty was ineth
land of the Rotennu in his fourteenth campaign.”
None of these will be followed in detail as it wadul
be largely repetition. In his second campaign he
crossed the Euphrates at Carchemish. Seeing the
Importance of that point as the key of the East, he
built there a strong fortress, the ruins of whica a
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still to be seen. The princes of the East sent thei
tribute without attempting battle. Among the chiefs
whom he names as bringing tribute, are “the king
of Nineveh and the king of Assur.” He left a ligt o
more than three hundred names of cities, towns,
and districts that he congquered. More than one
hundred of these were in Palestine; and more than
twenty of these are places mentioned in Genesis,
Joshua, and Judges; such as, Dothan, Genesi
34:17; Kartah, Joshua, 21:34; the land of Tob,
Judges 11:5, AshterothKarnaim, Genesis 14:5;
Laish, Judges 18:7; Hazor, Joshua 11:1; Judges 4:2
Chinnereth, Joshua 19:35; Adamah, Joshua 19:36;
Kishion, Joshua 19:20; Misheal, Joshua 19:26;
Achshaph, Joshua 19:25; Taanach, Judges 5:19
Ibleam, Joshua 17:11; Accho, Judges 1:31; Beth-
shemesh, Joshua 19:22; Anaharath, Joshua 19:1¢
Haphraim, Joshua 10:19; Nokeb, Joshua 19:33;
Socoh, Joshua 15:35; Migdal-gad, Joshua 15:37;
Jerusalem, by the term “Har-al” corresponding to
“Ariel,” and signifying “the mount of the Lord,”
Genesis 22:14; Rabbah, Joshua 15:60; vale of
Hebron, Genesis 37:14; Helkath, Joshua 21:31.
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When his conquests were completed, his
dominion embraced Ethiopia, Nubia, Libya,
Cyprus, and “the Isles in the midst of the great
sea,” “the circuit of the great sea,” Arabia, Moab,
Ammon, Palestine, Phenicia, Syria, Asia Minor,
the Land of the Hittites, Armenia, Mesopotamia,
Assyria, Erech (Babylonia), a strange people of
Asia, and a country called “the land of Nii” where
*he hunted 120 elephants on account of their
tusks,” and which therefore must have been well
toward India, for there were no elephants in
Assyria or Babylonia, nor in the parts of Africa
with which he had to do. 42. All these nations
brought tribute to Thothmes Ill; the sons and
brothers of the chiefs were kept at the court ef th
king of Egypt, and when any of the chiefs died, his
successor was “set free to occupy the place.” Under
Thothmes Il “Egypt attained to the summit of her
power. In internal affairs, a wise foresight in
administration ensured everywhere order and
progress. Abroad, Egypt became by her victories
the arbitress of the whole civilized world.” Thus |
was not altogether exaggeration when he put into
the mouth of his god the statement: “There is not
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any rebel to thee in the circle of heaven, they&om
bearing their tribute on their backs beseeching Thy
Majesty.”

One of his principal generals closes the record
of his career thus: —

“So the king ended the time of his existence of
many good years of victory and power, and was
made justified; commencing at the first year and
ending at the fifty-fourth year, in the month
Phamenoth, of the reign of the King of Upper and
Lower Egypt, Ra-men-kheper. Justified, he
ascended to heaven, and joined the Sun’s disc, &€
divine follower, urgent in doing, it shone to him a
the morning, he was the disc of the Sun coming out
of the heaven.”

Thothmes lll, also, was a great builder. He also
set up wonderful obelisks. Two of these he says
were 108 cubits (162 feet) in height. Two others,
one of which stands in Rome, in front of the church
of St. John Lateran, were 105 feet in height. On
this one in Rome, among much other like matter, is
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a line running: “The son of the Sun, Thothmes I,
giver of life like the Sun forever.” The obeliskath
stands in Central Park, New York City, was
originally set up by Thothmes Ill; and yet another
stands on the remains of the ancient hippodrome at
Constantinople.

Amenophis I, was the son and successor of
Thothmes |ll. He reigned only about seven or eight
years, 1688-1680 BC., but he was successful in
confirming the power of Egypt over all the regions
that his father had conquered, and which had struck
for independence immediately upon the death of
Thothmes lll. He says that he fought with his
enemies in the land of Asshur; and on one of his
monuments he is pictured receiving tribute from
Mesopotamia. In order to give a lasting lesson to
rebellious kings, at one place in northern Syria he
had seven of the revolted kings brought before him,
all of whom he himself slew there with his own
battle-club. He then took the seven corpses down to
the sea, and fastened them to the prows of his war-
ships, and so brought them to Egypt. Having
reached his capital, he hung six of the seven lsodie
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outside the walls of Thebes, and the other one he
took to Nubia and suspended it upon the wall of
Napata, the capital of that country, in order, as h
says, “that the negroes might see the victories of
the ever-living king over all lands and all people
upon earth, since he had possessed the people C
the south and chastised the people of the north.”
On one of his monuments are represented eleven
captured Kkings.

Thothmes IV was the son and successor of
Amenophis Il. His reign continued only about eight
or nine years, 1680-1672 BC., and but two military
expeditions are recorded in it.

One of these was against “the Hittites of Syria,”
and the other against “the Cushites.” or people of
Ethiopia. He took great pleasure in hunting tha lio
and in other field sports; and was very proud sf hi
fast horses. He declares that the horses which he
usually drove to his chariot were “swifter than the
wind,” and that when he overtook people on the
road, he passed them so quickly that they could not
recognize him. He attributed his sovereignty to the
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special favor of the god Harmakhis, whom he
identified with the great Sphinx of the Pyramids.
He says that the god spoke to his one day as he
rested and slept in its shadow at noon; told tmat

he should be king of Egypt; and asked him to take
away the sand that had partially covered it. This |
his story in his own words: “On one of these days
the royal son, Thothmes, being arrived, while
walking at midday and seating himself under the
shadow of this mighty god, was overcome by
slumber and slept at the very moment when Ra is
at the summit of heaven. He found that the majesty
of this august god spoke to him with his own
mouth, as a father speaks to his son, saying: Look
upon me, contemplate me, O my son Thothmes; |
am thy father, Harmakhis-Khopri-Ra-Tum; |
bestow upon thee the sovereignty over my domain,
the supremacy over the living; thou shall wear its
white crown and its red crown on the throne of
Seb, the hereditary chief. May the earth be your In
all its length and breadth; may the splendor of the
universal master illumine thee; may there come
unto thee the abundance that is in the double land,
the riches brought from every country and the long
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duration of years. Thine is my face, your is my

heart; thy heart is mine. Behold my actual

condition that thou mayest protect all my perfect

limbs. The sand of the desert whereon | am laid has
covered me. Save me, causing all that is in my
heart to be executed. For | know that thou art my
son, my avenger. . . . Approach, behold | am with
thee. . ..

“Afterward the prince awakened: he understood
the word of this god and kept silence in his h&art.

In accordance with what he had dreamed, after
he became king he caused to be cleared away from
about the Sphinx the accumulation of the sands of
centuries; and when the work had been completed,
he formed a small temple 10 x 5 feet at the end of
the passage between the paws, and immediately
under the chin of the Sphinx. In this temple he
placed a stele 7 feet 2 inches in breadth, anedtl f
10 inches in height, on which he inscribed the
account of his dream which we have here gquoted,
with ascriptions in honor of his gods and in praise
of himself. He married a daughter of Artatama,
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king of the country of Mitanni — the Aram
Naharaim of the Bible.

Amenophis Il was the son and successor or
Thothmes V. He reigned at least thirty-six years;
for there is an inscription of his bearing thatedat
This would make his date about 1672-1636 BC.
The terrible lesson given by Amenophis Il among
the revolted kings in the northeast, seems to have
been effectual, as the kings of the different
countries made their submission and sent their
presents without any warlike demonstration on the
part of Amenophis Ill. His military exploits seem
to have been altogether displayed in forays inéo th
Soudan to capture negroes to be made slaves.

As a builder, however, Amenophis Ill ranks
with the leading monarchs of Egypt. “He covered
the banks of the Nile with monuments remarkable
for their grandeur, and for the perfection of the
sculptures with which they are adorned. The
temple at Djebel Barkal, the ancient Napata, chpita
of Egyptian Ethiopia, is the work of this reign, as
well as that of Soleb near the third cataract. At
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Syene, Elephantine, Silsilis, Eileithya, in the
Serapeum of Memphis, and In the Sinaitic
peninsula, works of Amenhotep Ill are found. He
made considerable additions to the temple at
Karnak, and built that part of the temple of Luxor
now covered by the houses of the village of that
name. The dedicatory inscription which he placed
on it deserves to be inserted as a specimen of the
customary style and title of Egyptian sovereigns:
‘He is Horus, the strong bull, who rules by the
sword and destroys all barbarians; he is king of
Upper and Lower Egypt, absolute master, Son of
the Sun. He strikes down the chiefs of all landas, n
country can stand before his face. He marches anc
victory is gained, like Horus son of Isis, like the
Sun in heaven. He overturns even their fortresses.
He brings to Egypt by his valor, tribute from many
countries — he, the lord of both worlds, Son of the
Sun.™

On the bank of the Nile opposite Luxor, in
front of a temple which he built there, he set up
two colossal sitting figures of himself which still
stand there, a wonder to all who behold them. They
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were both cut bodily from the quarry, each one a
single block sixty-eight feet four inches in height
when finished. The storms of the ages have worn
away the tall crowns that were originally upon the
heads, so that now they are only about sixty feet |
height. The sculptor who carved them says of his
work: “I immortalized the name of the king; and no
one has done the like of me in my works. |
executed two portrait-statues of the King,
astonishing for their breadth and height, - their
completed form dwarfed the temple-tower - forty
cubits was their measure, — they were cut in the
splendid sandstone mountain, on each side the
eastern and the western. | caused to be built eight
ships, whereon the statues wear carried up the
river; they were emplaced in their sublime
building; they will last as long as heaven. A jdyfu
event was it when they were landed at Thebes and
raised up in their place.”

Like his father, Amenophis Ill took a wife from
the family of the king of the country of Mitannn |
his tenth year he married Kirgipa, the daughter of
Sutarna the successor of Artatama. He says she wa
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sent to Egypt with “the chief of her women three
hundred and seventeen persons.” Whether Kirgipa
died soon is not known; at any rate he sent to
Dusratta king of Mitanni, the son and successor of
Sutarna, and received for his chief wife the king’s
daughter Teie. King Dusratta wrote two letters to
Amenophis lll regarding this transaction. The first
one reads as follows: —

“To Nimmuriya. the great king, the king of
Egypt, my brother, my son-in-law, whom | love
and who loves me, speak thus: Dusratta, the greal
king, the king of the country of Mitanni, thy
brother, thy father-in-law, and who loves thee;ount
me IS peace, unto my brother and unto my son-in-
law may there be peace! to thy houses, to thy
wives, to thy sons, to thy men, to thy chariots, to
thy horses, to thy country, and to thy propertyyma
there be abundant peace!

“Of my brother whom 1| love, the wife, my
daughter, | deliver to him: may the Sun-god and
Istar march before my brother: according to the
heart of my brother may they act. and may my
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brother on this same day rejoice: may the Sun-god
and Istar hear the prayer of my brother . abundant
joy to my brother may they give, . . . and may my
brother live forever in peace!

“Mane, the messenger of my brother, and
Khane, the dragoman of my brother, like a god
thou didst send; many presents didst thou give
them, thou didst honor them greatly on account of
their letter, counting on their service; the memwh
really live if at any time | see not, may my gods
and the gods of my brother protect them!

“Now Nakhramassi, whom thou has seen, to
transact business with my brother | send; and also
one necklace of crystal and alabaster, and some
gold, for a present to my brother, | have
despatched; and for 100 thousand years for the
service of my brother may they be used.”

A second letter, giving further particulars, runs
thus: —

“To Nimmuriya, the great king, the king of
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Egypt, my brother, my son-in-law, who loves me
and whom | love, it is said as follows: Dusratta th
great king, thy father-in-law, who loves thee, the
king of Mitanni, thy brother. Unto myself is peace;
unto thee may there be peace, to thy house, to my
sister, and to the rest of thy wives, to thy sdas,
thy chariots, to thy horses, to thy nobles, to thy
country, and to thy property may there be abundant
peace!

“Until the time of thy fathers, they with my
fathers were In closest alliance; since then, tias)
perfected it and with my father wert in exceedingly
close alliance. Now thou, since thou and | love one
another, has established it ten times more than iIn
my father’'s time. May the gods direct us, and this
our alliance may Rimmon my lord and Amanum
forever as now confirm!

“And when my Dbrother sent Mane, his
ambassador, saying: ‘O my brother, let thy
daughter be my wife and mistress of the land of
Egypt,” | did not vex the heart of my brother, and
spoke publicly according to his wish, and her
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whom y brother asked for | showed to Mane, and
he saw her. When he had seen her, he much
approved of her; and in peace in the country of my
brother may | know her; may Istar and Amanum
according to the heart of my brother advise her!

“Giliya, my messenger, reported unto me the
words of my brother. When | heard them it was
very good, | rejoiced very exceedingly, saying:
Verily unto me has this favor happened, and
whereas in consequence of the alliance that was
between us, we loved each other, now In
consequence of these words, we shall love each
other forever.”

Further, the letter speaks of the dowry and the
gold — “much gold” — which the king of Egypt
had sent to Dusratta’s father, and to him; only he
hopes that the king will send to him much more
than was sent to his father; indeed, he wouldthke
have so much gold that it “could not be counted.”
The letter then closes as follows: —

“Now for a present to my brother, one goblet of
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gold set with crystals around its cup; one heavy
neckiace of 20 crystal beads, and 19 beads of gold,
In its center a crystal amulet encased in gold; one
heavy necklace of 42 khulalu stones and 40 gold
beads, the metal of which is . . . of Istar, anasn
center an amulet of khulalu stone, cased in gdid; 1
pairs of horses; 10 chariots of wood, together with
their furniture: and 30 eunuchs; | have sent for a
present to my brother.”

Yet another letter gives another particular as to
this marriage. This part of the letter reads as
follows: —

“Mane, the ambassador of my brother, went to
demand a wife for my brother, that he might take
her to be queen of Egypt; and the letter which he
took | read, and to his message listened my good
heart attentively, and the words of my brother, as
the person of my brother, | saw and rejoiced oh tha
day very exceedingly. Day and night it produced
pleasure.

“And all the words of my brother which Mane
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took to me, | performed in the same year; again,
the wife of my brother, the queen of Egypt, | . . .
have despatched to my brother; . . . but | did not
cause them to go up to Egypt to convey my
daughter that sheight be the wife of my brother
— even now | did not cause them to go up. After
six months Giliya, my ambassador, and Mane, the
ambassador of my brother, | dismissed; the wife of
my brother to be queen of Egyptyrdaughter to
my brother they brought. May Beltis, the lady of
battle, my goddess, and Amanu, the god of my
brother, according to his heart advise him.”

Compare this letter with the twenty-fourth
chapter of Genesis, and especially verse 55 with
the margin. When, about two hundred years before
this, Abraham’s servant went to this same country
to find a wife for Isaac, and when Rebekah had
been chosen, her parents asked that she might abid
with them “a full year” or at least, “ten months.”
But in view of the clear leading of the Lord, the
servant asked that she might go immediately. As an
evidence of his great love to the king, Dusratta
emphasizes the fact that he had sent his daughte

243



“In the same year” in which she was asked for; and
had detained her only “six months.”

When Teie reached Egypt and the king saw her
for himself, he was greatly pleased with her. He
“rejoiced with exceeding fulness,” and declared,
“In the joy of my heart | will give her all her
desire.” And he “caused her to be united publicly
with his country.” She Is represented as having had
“light halir, blue eyes, and rosy cheeks.” He prized
her so highly that he not only made her the chief o
all his wives and queen of Egypt, but he showed
her considerable deference in the affairs of the
government.

Amenophis IV was the son of Amenophis llI,
by the lady Teie, the daughter of Dusratta, king of
Mitanni. He reigned about twelve years, 1636-1624
BC. No sooner was he come to the throne than he
too sent to King Dusratta for a wife. The old king
was much pleased with this additional token of
regard from the kingdom of Egypt, and sent a long
letter to Amenophis 1V, in which he gives the
family relations between the two kingdoms for
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three generations back. His words are as follows:

“To Napkhuriya, my son-in-law, whom 1| love
and who loves me, Dusratta, the great king, the
king of Mitanni, thy brother, thy father-in-law, wh
loves thee: unto me is peace; to thee and Teie, thy
mother, and Tadukhepa, my daughter, thy wife,
may there be peace! To ... may there be peace! Tc
thy sons, to thy nobles, to thy chariots, to thy
horses, to thy country, and to thy property may
there be exceeding peace!

“I sent an embassy to Nimmuriya, and thy
father sent to me, . . . and as regards the messag
which he sent, there was no word whatsoever
which was concealed from the ambassadors of thy
father whom he sent to me; and Teie, the chief wife
of thy father, thy mother, knew them all: he
showed them to Teie; she favored all of them, and
after them thy father repeated the words which he
had spoken with me.

“Now Manakhbia [Thothmes V], the father of
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Nimmuriya, sent to Artatama, the father of my
father, and the daughter of Artatama, the father of
my father, he asked for: 5 times, 6 times he sends,
but Artatama did not give her; at last his daughter
he sends, and with a train of handmaids he gave
her.

“An embassy from Nimmuriya [Amenophis
[11], thy father, to Sutarna, my father, came, &inel
daughter of my father, my darling sister, though he
asked for her and seven times requested her, my
father did not give. At last five times and six &
he sends, and my father gave her with a train of
handmaids.

“When Nimmuriya, thy father, sent to me, and
when he asked for my daughter, | did not refuse,
but | spoke favorably; to his messenger | speak as
follows: ‘I am ready to give her. Thy messenger
among my children has come, and my eyes have
seen the agqgati which he has given, and her dowry
Is worthy of yourself, and | will bestow on her the
dowry due to Nimmuriya, thy father, which
contains jewels such as no god possesses; ant
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because | am honored | do not refuse to give her.’
And Amasis, the ambassador of my brother, who
had come for the bride, | sent back to Nimmuriya
after three months, with a very costly present . .
such as none had given before, and a gobletf . . o
gold was given, which | despatched.

“At last my daughter | gave to him, and when |
had despatched her, and when Nimmuriya, thy
father, had seen her, . . . he rejoiced with exoged
fulness, and my brother speaks as follows: ‘In the
joy of my heart | will give her all her desire.” An
he caused her to be united publicly with his
country; and moreover my ambassador he honored

ike men . . . when he had seen him, and he
honored him, and ever did Nimmuriya place him in
the front rank. . . . Teie knows the truth of wiat

speak, and ask Teie, thy mother, if among the
words which | speak there is one word of
falsehood. . . . Him did Nimmuriya, thy father,

honor, and Nimmuriya, thy father, made

brotherhood and league with me. . ..

“And now they say that Nimmuriya has died,
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and what they have said has distracted my heart,
and | wept on that day, on my throne | did not sit.
Bread and water on that day | did not take, and |
was sad, and | said: ‘If he is dead, in the lanthpf
beloved sister and among my servants are the
objects of gold, and his son will succeed him, and
he loves me; or if he is alive with the god, and .

we love one another, and on that account in our
hearts we are not distant from each other.

“And now to me, the eldest son of Nimmuriya,
by Teie his wife, has made offers of alliance and
brotherhnood and has spoken thus: ‘Nimmuriya is
not dead since Napkhururiya, his eldest son by
Tele, his chief wife, sits in his place, and wiver
at all alter his words from their place, but thégals
remain as before.™

Something seems to have occurred that
somewhat offended the king of Egypt, for another
letter was sent by Dusratta complaining that his
ambassadors had not been respected, and beggin
for restoration of the former friendly relations.
Following is the letter: —
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“To Napkhururiya, the king of Egypt, my
brother, my son-in-law, who loves me, and whom |
love, it is said as follows: Dusratta, king of the
country of Mitanni, thy father-in-law, who loves
thee, speaks thus: Unto myself is peace, unto thee
may there be peace, unto thy houses, Tele, thy
mother, and the land of Egypt, to Tadukhepa, my
daughter, thy wife, to the rest of thy wives, tg th
sons, to thy soldiers and thy chariots, to thy &®rs
to thy men, to thy country, and to all that tho,ha
may there be very abundant peace.

“Pirizzi and Pupri, my ambassadors, | have sent
to my brother to explain, and have addressed them
with great trouble and earnestness, and | have sen
them in a body (?); and this speech beforehand |
make to my brother: Mane, thy ambassador, |
detain, and Umeatu, my messenger, . . . | will
dismiss, and the prophet shall go to thee.

“And now my brother to their own land has not
permitted them to go; but has detained them
overmuch. Wherefore has he not protected the
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ambassadors? They have fled, and there is guilt on
my brother in respect of the ambassadors. Why is
his heart angered? Why has he spoken before the
fact . . .? Pupru has not returned, and he has
spoken, . . . his offers of alliance he does rsteh

to. Yet I, O son-inlaw, am verily thy father-in-law

“And as regards the frequent intercourse which
with thy father | had, Teie, thy mother, knows the
facts; no one else knows the facts; but after Teie,
thy mother, thou knowest them and what he said to
thee. As thy father with me was friendly, so now, O
my brother, again with me thou art friendly, and
what is contrary thereto, no one, O my brother,
listens to.”

The conquered kingdoms and peoples remained
submissive, and sent their presents to Amenophis
IV at his accession, as to his predecessor. Even th
strong kingdoms of Babylon and Assyria sent
presents to Egypt, and her suzerainty was still
recognized there. This we know by letters from the
kings of those countries.
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At Tel el-Amarna, in Upper Egypt, in the year
1887, there were found a number of tablets
containing “copies of letters and despatches from
the kings and governors of Babylonia and Assyria,
Syria, Mesopotamia, and Eastern Cappadocia, of
Phenicia and Palestine” to the kings of Egypt: the
most of them to Amenophis |ll and Amenophis IV.
The letters from Dusratta, already quoted, are from
this collection. Among these also, are, one letter
from Assur-yuballidh, king of Assyria, and two
from Burnaburyas, king of Babylon, to Amenophis
IV, king of Egypt. These letters show that both
these kings and their fathers paid tribute — sent
presents — to the king, Amenophis |V, of Egypt,
and his fathers. The letter of King Assuryuballidh,
runs as follows: —

“To Napkhuriya (Neferu-kheper-Ra), the great
king, the king of Egypt, my brother, | write thus,
even |, Assur-yuballidh, king of the country of
Assyria, the great king, thy brother. To thyseif, t
thy house, and thy country may there be peace!
That | have seen thy ambassadors has pleased m
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greatly; thy ambassadors | have sent for to appear
In my presence. A chariot, the choicest in the
kingdom, with its harness and two white horses,
together with one chariot without harness, and a
seal of white alabaster, | have despatched as &
present to thee. For the great king is produced
perpetually the gold which in thy country is likest
dust that they collect; why in thy presence is it
brought and kept back? is it withheld and not sent?
All the gold that iIs my property, as well as what |
lacking to it, send.

“When Asur-nadin-akhi, my father, sent an
embassy to the country of Egypt (Mitsri), 20 tagent
of gold did they despatch to him. When the king of
the country of Khani-rabbatu to thy father and the
land of Egypt sent an embassy, 20 talents of gold
did they despatch to him. As to the king of Khani-
rabbatu, so also to myself despatch the gold. The
road both in going and returning for the hands of
my ambassadors | have made secure. If thou
Inclinest thy face favorably, despatch much gold,
and thy letter in return write to me, and what thou
desirest let them take.
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“Behold, distant lands have the ambassadors
visited and they have journeyed to many cities. As
for thy ambassadors they have delayed on the way
because the Suti threatened them with death, luntil
sent and the ‘Suti took fright. My ambassadors . .
them and they did not delay. When the
ambassadors reached the frontier of Assyria, why
do they not walit? and at the frontier they are in a
hurry. It is fitting at the frontier they should wa
for the king: everything is there and he has
established it, and at the frontier he has arramged
Against the king who fulfils everything, there is n
charge; why at the frontier are they in a hurryerev
the ambassadors who . . .?

King Burna-buryas of Babylon wrote as
follows: —

“To Nipkhurri-riya, king of the country of
Egypt, by letter | speak, even | Burna-buryas, king
of the country of Kara-Duniyas, thy brother unto
myself is peace; to thyself, thy house, thy wives,
thy children, thy country, thy officers, thy horses
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and thy chariots, may there ever be peace!

“Ever since my father and thy father with one
another conferred in amity, they sent beautiful
presents to one another; but they did not address
one another in fair and beautiful letters. Again, O
my brother, 2 manehs of gold | have sent as my
present. In return send me abundance of gold, as
much as thy father sent; or if that is displeasing,
send half of what thy father sent. Wherefore
shouldst thou send two manehs of gold only? For
the sake of the folding doors in the temple of Mat
and the palace which | have undertaken to build,
send much gold: and whatsoever thou desirest in
my country, write for and let them take it to thee.

“In the time of Kuri-galzu, my father, the
Kunakhians, all of them, sent to him saying:
Against the government of the country let us sin
and rebel. With thee will we make a league. My
father sent this answer to them saying: ‘Cease to
ask to ally thyself with me: if thou art estranged
from the king of Egypt my brother, and alliest
thyself with another, | will not go and assist you.
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Thus my father was like-minded with me, because
of thy father he did not listen to them. Again,dy
Assyrian who regards my face have | not sent to
thee after the news | have of them, asking why they
have gone to thy country. If thou lovest me, no
success will they obtain; dismiss them to their
distant country.

“For a present to thee 3 manehs of alabaster,
and 14 spans of horses, with five chariots of wibod
have despatched to thee'’

As his ambassadors were on their way to
Egypt, they were slain, and the presents for the
king of Egypt were confiscated in one of the
countries through which they were to pass. As that
country was subject to Egypt, King Burna-buryas
sent to the king of Egypt a report of it and a esju
that the injury be redressed. This letter is as
follows: —

“To Napkhuhru-riya, the king of Egypt, my
brother it is spoken thus: Burna-buryas, the kihg o
Kara-Duniyas, thy brother, - unto myself is peace;
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unto thee, thy country, thy house, thy wives, thy
children, thy officers, thy horses, and thy chaiot
may there ever be peace!

“I and my brother with one another have
conferred amicably, and this is what we have said,
as follows: ‘As our fathers with one another, we
also have friendly dealings.” Again, my ministers
who came with Akhi-dhabu into the country of
Kinakhkhi trusted to destiny, from Akhi-dhabu to
visit my brother, they passed; in the city of
Kikhinnatuni of the country of Kinakhkhi, Sum
Adda, the son of Balumme, and Sutatna the son of
Saratum, of the city of Akku, when they had sent
their men, slew my ministers and carried off their
treasures which they were taking for a present to
the king of Egypt.

“I have sent to you therefore a complainant
who may speak to thee thus: Kinakhkhi is thy
country and the king is thy servant. In thy courtry
have been injured; do thou punish the offender.
The silver which they carried off was a present for
thee, and the men who are my servants they have
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slain. Slay them and requite the blood of my
messengers; but if thou dost not put these men to
death, the inhabitants of the high-road that bedong
to me will turn and verily will slay thy
ambassadors, and a breach will be made in the
agreement to respect the persons of ambassadors
and this man [Burna-buryas] will be estranged
from thee.

“One of my men, Suridda having cut off his
feet detained him with him: and as for another
man, Sutatna of Akku having made him stand on
his head he stood upon his face. As for these men,

. one has spoken thus: ‘I have seen indeed . . .
what thou askest that indeed thou knowest.’

“By way of a present, 1 maneh of alabaster |
have despatched to thee By my ambassadors &
costly gift | have sent to thee. On account of the
report which my Dbrother has heard, my
ambassadors do not detain, the costly present let
them offer to thee.”

In the many forms of the idolatry of Egypt, the
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elements of sun-worship had a place. But until the
time of Amenophis IV, the sun was considered as
but one among the many gods of the country. True,
it was considered one of the greatest, if not the
greatest, of the gods, its name “Ra” was made an
element in the title of the sovereign of the larid o
Egypt — Ph-Ra-oh —, and the king called himself
“the Son of the Sun,” yet for all this it was burteo
among the many other gods. With Amenophis 1V,
however, there was a change made. Under the
Influence of four generations of Mesopotamian
women, and especially of Teie, mother of
Amenophis IV, the sun had acquired a greater
prominence than formerly; and now this Kking
undertook to make the sun the only god, and sun-
worship the only worship, of the country.

The disk of the sun by the name of Aten, was
the emblem of this worship. Amenophis himself
changed his own name to Khu-en-aten, which
signifies “the splendor of the solar disk.” In the
letters to him from Palestine and Phenicia, he is
constantly addressed as the “Sun-god.” He
proposed to make this diskworship “the sum and
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substance of the state religion, and not only to
devote himself to it with all the enthusiasm of a
thoroughly Oriental nature, but to press it upos hi
subjects as the proper substitute of all theiremtci
worships.” “A regular persecution broke out
throughout the whole empire. The temples of the
ancient gods were closed, and their images, as well
as names, everywhere effaced from the
monuments, especially the image and name of
Amen the supreme god of Thebes. . . . Wishing to
make an end of all the traditions of his ancestors,
this reforming king abandoned Thebes and built
another capital in Upper Egypt, in a place now
called Tel-el-Amarna.”

This forceful sweeping away of the gods and
temples of the former worships of all kinds — this
too at the dictation of foreigners — caused much
disaffection amng the people throughout the land,;
because the whole of Egypt was so filled with
idolatry of all sorts, that “it was easier to fiacdyod
than a man. “ “All Egypt bore the impress of
religion. Its writing was full of sacred symbolsdan
of allusions to sacred myths, so that its use bayon
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the influence of Egyptian religion became, as it
were, impossible. Literature and science were but
branches of theology. The fine arts were only
employed with a view to religion and the
glorification of the gods or deified kings.

“The prescriptions of religion were so
multiplied, so constantly repeated, that it was not
possible to exercise a profession, to provide for
one’s subsistence, or satisfy one’s commonest
wants, without being constantly reminded of the
laws laid down by the priests. Each province had
Its special gods, its peculiar rites, its sacred
animals.”

“Symbolism was the very essence of the genius
of the Egyptian nation, and of their religion. The
abuse of that tendency produced the grossest anc
most monstrous perversion of the external and
popular worship in the land of Mizraim. To
symbolize the attributes, the qualities, the natfre
the various deities of their pantheon, the Egyptian
priests had recourse to animals. The bull, the cow,
the ram, the cat, the ape, crocodile, hippopotamus,
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hawk, ibis, scarabeus, and others, were each
emblems of a divine personage. The god was
represented under the figure of that animal, oremor
often by the strange conjunction peculiar to Egypt,
of the head of the animal with a human body. But
the Inhabitants of the banks of the Nile,
Instinctively averse to the idolatry of other pagan
nations, preferred to pay their worship to living
representatives of their gods rather than to Bele
Images of stone or metal, and they found these
representatives in the animals chosen as emblems
of the idea expressed by the conception of each
god.”

The public forms and ceremonial of their
worship were as all-pervading as was the idolatry
itself. “The great temple of each city was the eent
of its life. A perpetual ceremonial of the richest
kind went on within its walls, along its shady
corridors, or through its sun-lit courts; long
processions made their way up or down its avenues
of sphinxes; incense floated in the air; strains of
music resounded without pause; all that was
brightest and most costly met the eye on every
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side; and the love of spectacle, if not deep relig|
feeling, naturally drew to the sanctuary a continua
crowd of worshipers or spectators, consisting partl
of strangers, but mainly of the native inhabitatus,
whom the ceremonies of their own dear temple,
their pride and their joy, furnished a perpetual,
delightful entertainment. At times the temple lignit
were overpassed, and the sacred processions wer
carried through the streets of the town, attracting
the gaze of all; or, embarking on the waters of the
Nile or of some canal derived from it, glided wah
stately motion between the houses on either side, &
fairer and brighter sight than ever. The calendar
was crowded with festivals, and scarcely a week
passed without the performance of some special
ceremony, possessing its own peculiar attractions.
Foreigners saw with amaze the constant round of
religious or semireligious ceremonies which
seemed to know no end, and to occupy almost
Incessantly the ain attention of the people.”

To attempt to check this immense tide of
human feeling and habit, and turn it into one fng|
channel, even though that channel were one of
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kindred idolatry, could have no other effect than t
fill the land with disaffection; and the prieststoé
old forms would of course take an active part in
making the discontent more prevalent.

With such a condition of things in Egypt, it was
Inevitable that there should be in Palestine ard th
other subject countries of the northeast, attetiapts
free themselves from the Egyptian yoke.
Accordingly we find letters from the Egyptian
governors and native kings in those countries,
reporting to the king of Egypt the dangers and
Invasions of their respective provinces and cities.
Since the time of Thothmes Ill, the Hittites had
been steadily growing in strength themselves as a
nation, and had further added to their power by a
confederacy of several neighboring peoples, and
now they began to threaten the Syrian and
Phenician provinces of Egypt. A certain Aziru,
governor of northern Syria, whose father Dudu was
Grand Vizier of the empire, and whose brother also
held some office at the court of the king, wrote to
his brother as follows: —
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“To Khai, my brother, thus | speak, even |
Aziru, thy brother: Unto thee may there be peace,
and from the soldiers of the palace of the kind my
lord may there be much peace!

“What immediately | speak before the king my
lord, publicly | speak, even | and my sons and my
brothers, all being servants of the king my lord
before him.

“Now | and Khatib have gone again with a
present to Khazai who is among you; verily the
frontier, behold! | have reached.

“From the orders of my lord | do not free
myself, or from your orders, even | the servant of
my lord.

“The king of the land of the Hittites In the
country of Nukhasse is staying, and | am afraid of
him and have defended myself. To Phenicia he
ascends; and if the city of Dunip falls, he staya |
place only 2 parasangs [7.36 miles] from here, and
| am afraid of him; yet according to this order he
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remains until he quits it. And now one has gone
with a costly present to him, even | and Khatib.”

To his father, Dudu, the same Aziru wrote as
follows: —

“To Dudu, my lord, my father, thus speak |,
Aziru, thy servant; at the feet of my lord | predé
myself.

“Behold! there has gone the prince of the king
my lord unto me. From the commands of my lord,
my god, my Sun-god, and from the commands of
Dudu, my lord, | do not free myself.

“Now, O my lord, Khatib remains with me. |
and he will go together. O my lord, the king of the
land of the Hittites has marched into the counfry o
Nukhasse; but has not prevailed over the cities.
May the king of the land of the Hittites quit them!
Therefore now have we marched, even | and
Khatib”

A certain Rib-Addu, or Rib-Hadad, was
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governor of a province in northern Phenicia,
having the city of Gebal for his capital. Ebed-
Asirta, which means “the servant of Ashera,” was
the chief of the city of Barra-barti, in the lanfl o
the Amorites, who had succeeded in gathering a
considerable force of the Bedouin. And he and his
four sons were invading Phenicia and causing
much distress to Rib-Addu who was old and at the
same time very sick. Accordingly he writes to the
king of Egypt as follows: —

“Rib-Addu says to the king of the world, the
great king, the king of the universe, to whom the
divine lady of Gebal has given strength; to thegkin
my lord; at the feet of my lord, the Sun-god, seven
times seven | prostrate myself.

“Verily let the king my lord know that strong is
the hostility of Ebed-Ashera against me. Now the
city which contended against me he has taken. . . .
Again, what about Ebed-Ashera, the dog? And he
has come against all the cities of the king, the-Su
god; word to the king of the country of Mitani
[Mesopotamia] and the king of the country of the
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Kasse [Babylonia] he has sent, . . . . and hastake
the country of the king for himself. And now again
he has collected all the Bedouin against the dity o
Sigata and the city of Ambi, and has taken also the
territory of this city, and there is no place whible
Bedouin have not entered.”

In another letter he writes thus: —

“What is Ebed-Ashera, the servant, the dog?
yet he has taken the country of the king for himsel
What is his origin? yet he is strong among the
Bedouin, strong in his power, and he has
despatched 50 convoys of horses and 200 foot-
soldiers, and they are stationed in the city offig
In his presence. Until the household troops appear
he will not assemble all the Bedouin; yet he has
taken the city of Sigata and the city of Ambi.”

The word which Ebed-Ashera had sent to the
kings of Mitanni and Babylon had caused them
also to revolt, as is shown in the following letter
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“To the king, my lord, my Sun-god, speaks
Rib-Addu, thy servant, thus: At the feet of my lord
my Sun-god, seven times seven | prostrate myself.
The king my lord knows that Salma-salla, the son
of Ebed-Ashera, has entered the city of Ullaza, in
order to strengthen the cities of Ardata, Yibiliya,
Ambi, and Sigata, all the cities, for themselves] a
the king has sent a force to the city of Zemarlunti
the king shall give counsel to his country in regar
to the sons of Ebed-Ashera, the servant, the dog. .
. The king of the country of the Kassi, and thegkin
of the country of Mitani are strong and have taken
the country of the king for themselves already, and
they have seized the cities of thy governor; yetith
delayest in granting the request of thy
Commissioner, and they have seized the cities for
themselves. Now they have taken the city of
Ullaza. If, therefore, thou delayest until they dav
taken the city of Zemar and also have slain the
Commissioner and the household troops which are
In Zemar, what could one do? and | could not
march up to Zemar, the city. The cities of Ambi,
Sigata, Ullaza, and Arvad, are hostile to me. They
have plotted, even they, that they shall enter the
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city of Zemar, even these cities and their ships.
And the sons of Ebed-Ashera are in the field.”

The sons of Ebed-Ashera were in the field to
some purpose, too,; for another letter shows their
progress as follows: —

“To the king my lord, my Sun-god, | speak,
even |, Rib-Addu, thy servant. at the feet of my
lord, my Sun-god, seven times seven do | prostrate
myself. The king my lord has heard the words of
the servant of his justice. | am very sick. Unto me
has hostility approached. The sons of Ebed-Asirta
descended into Phenicia; they and all the country
of the city of Tsumura and the city of Irgata, adme
themselves against the governor; and now in the
city of Tsumura is their station Behold, the
governor is sick. On account of the attack he has
left the city of Gubla, and there are not Zimriaal a
Yapa-Addu along with me. Now accordingly has
the governor sent to them, and they have sent 30
manehs to him. Now has the king my lord heard
the report of the servant of his justice, and has
despatched reinforcements in haste to the city of
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Tsumura to defend it and capture the soldiers®f th
palace of the king, the Sun-god; and the king, the
Sungod, has supplied me with the soldiers of the
kingdom from the midst of his own country. A
second time has the king my lord, heard the report
of his servant and has despatched the garrison tc
the city of Tsumura and to the city of Irgata.”

Not only was the city of Zemar taken and the
capital city Gebal threatened, but through the
successes of Ebed-Ashera, Tyre also was infectec
with the spirit of revolt. Tyre seems to have baen
very wealthy and prosperous city even then, for
Rib-Addu wrote of it: “Behold the palace of the
city of Tyre! there is no palace of any other
governor like the palace of the city of Ugaritatis
Exceeding great is the wealth of the man, all .6f it
He thought that Tyre was entirely loyal and trust-
worthy, and even wrote: “Behold! the action of the
city of Tyre | do not fear. . . . The daughteraof
brother | have sent to the city of Tyre from feér o
Ebed-Ashera.” But he is compelled at last to
confess that even Tyre is excited against him. Here
IS the letter: —
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“Rib-Hadad sends to his lord, the great king,
the king of the world, to whom the divine lady of
Gebal has given strength, to the king my lord: at
the feet of the king my lord, my Sun-god, seven
times seven | prostrate myself.

“The king my lord knows that strong is the
hostility of Ebed-Ashera, of the city of Barra-bart
all my cities have gone over to him. The city of
Gebal and the city of Tyre he has excited against
me, and two messages he has sent, and he says f
the citizens: ‘I am your lord!™

From the governor of the province of which
Sidon was the head, the following report was sent:

“To the king my lord, my gods, my Sun-god,
my king, my lord. speak thus: | Zimridi, the
governor of the city of Sidon, at the feet of my
lord, my gods, my king who is my lord, at the feet
of my lord, my gods, my Sun-god, my king, my
lord, seven times seven prostrate myself.
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“Verily the king my lord knows that the queen
of the city of Sidon is the handmaid of the king my
lord, who has given her into my hand, and that |
have heard the words of the king my lord that he
would send to his servant, and my heart rejoiced,
and my head was exalted and my eyes were
enlightened and my ears heard the words of the
king my lord; and the king knows that | have sent
In front the soldiers of the palace of the king my
lord; | have sent everything as the king my lord
commanded.

“And the king my lord knows that hostility is
very strong against me: all the fortresses whieh th
king gave into my hand have committed the
offense of revolt.”

In Palestine also the whole country was fairly
ablaze with revolt and internecine strife. Eachgkin
was grasping all that he could for himself, while
loudly professing perfect loyalty to the king of
Egypt and charging all the others with rebellion
against him. Jerusalem and the neighboring country
seems to have been the center of disturbance, ant
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Ebed-tob, — servant or slave of Tob, — the king
of Jerusalem, the leading object of complaint. For
Instance, the city of Keilah had been taken fran it

legal jurisdiction, and the governor in whose

province it was, reported the matter thus: —

“To the king my lord; my gods, my Sun-god,
by letter | speak, even |, Su-arda-ka, thy servant,
the dust of thy feet: at the feet of the king msd|o
my gods, my Sun-god, seven times seven do |
prostrate myself.

“The king of the country of . . . directed the
mouth to make war: in the city of Kelte [Keilah] he
made war against thee the third time. A cry for
assistance to myself was brought. My city
belonging to myself adhered to me. Ebed-tob sends
to the men of Kelte; he sends fourteen pieces of
silver, and they marched against my rear; and the
domains of the king my lord they overran. Kelte,
my city, Ebed-tob removed from my jurisdiction;
the pleasure park of the king my lord and the
fortress of Bel-nathan and the fortress of Hamor
from before him and his justice they removed. Lab-
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api the halting in speech occupied the fortress. of
. hinu and now Lab-api together with Ebed-tob and
his men has occupied the fortress of . . . . ninu.”

Lab-api, or rather Lab’al, as he himself wrote
it, was addressed by the king of Egypt in regard to
this report, and he answered for himself as foltows

“To the king my lord and my Sun-god speak
thus: | Lab’ail thy servant and the dust of thy feet
at the feet of my lord and my Sun-god seven times
seven prostrate myself.

“I have heard the words which the king has sent
to me, and here am |, and the king apportions his
country unto me. | say. | am a righteous servant of
the king, and | have not sinned, and | have not
offended, and | do not withhold my tribute, and |
do not refuse the request to turn back my liers-in-
wait. Now the food of my stomach they have taken
away, and yet | do not complain, O king, my lord.

“My second offense is that of entering the city
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of Gezer; but | say expressly they had taken, O
kKing, my property and the property of Malchiel.
How can | know the doings of Malchiel in regard
to this or myself? The king has sent to Bin-sumya,
he does not know that Binsumya alonghwthe
Bedouin had marched, and has given a city and
property in it to my father, saying this: that Ifet
king sends for my wife, | shall withhold her, bt i
to myself the king sends, | must pay a bar of
copper in a large bowl and conclude a treaty, since
they have not performed the message of the king.”

Malchiel answered for himself thus: —

“To the king my lord, my gods, my Sun-god,
speak thus: I, Malchiel, thy servant, the dusthgf t
feet, at the feet of the king my lord, my gods, my
Sun-god, seven times seven prostrate myself.

“The king my lord knows that strong is
hostility against me and against Su-yardata; aad th
king my lord has taken his country from the hand
of the Bedouin. If the king my lord does not
despatch chariots to capture the enemy they will
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slay his servants.”

In a series of six letters Ebed-tob vigorously
defended himself against the reports of these
others; and also gave quite a full account of the
actual condition of affairs in the country. These
letters are here inserted in their order, for treaw
that they give of Palestine one hundred and fifty
years before the Exodus of Israel, as well as for
their part in the history of this period.

No. 1

“To the king my lord, speak thus: |, Ebed-tob,
thy servant, at the feet of my lord the king, seven
times seven prostrate myself.

“What have | done against the king my lord?
They have slandered myself, laying wait for me in
the presence of the king, the lord, saying: Ebéd-to
has revolted from the king, his lord. Behold,
neither my father nor my mother have exalted me
In this place; the prophecy of the mighty king has
caused me to enter the house of my father. Why
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should | have committed a sin against the king, the
lord? With the king my lord is life. | say to the
Commissioner of the king my lord: Why dost thou
love the Confederates, and the governors thou
hatest? and constantly | am sending to the presence
of the king my lord to say that the countries od th
king my lord are being destroyed. Constantly | am
sending to the king my lord, and let the king my
lord consider, since the king my lord has
established the guard who have taken the
fortresses. . ..

“May the king send help to his country. May he
send troops to his country which protects the
fortresses of the king, the lord, all of them, sinc
Elimelech is destroying all the country of the Kking
and may the king, the lord, send help to his
country.

“I| say: | have gone down along with the king
my lord, and | have not seen the tears of the king
my lord; but hostility is strong against me, yet |
have not taken anything whatever from the king
my lord; and may the king incline towards my face;
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may he despatch the guard to me, and may he
appoint a Commissioner, and | shall not see the
tears of the king my lord, since the king my lord
shall live when the Commissioner has departed.

“I| say. the countries of the king my lord are
being destroyed; and yet thou dost not listen to me
All the governors are destroyed; no governor
remains to the king the lord. May the king turn his
face to the men, and may he send auxiliaries, even
the troops of the king my lord. No countries remain
unto the king: and the Confederates have wasted all
the countries of the king. If auxiliaries come this
year, the countries of the king the lord will be
preserved; but if no auxiliaries come, the coustrie
of the king my lord are destroyed.

“To the secretary of the king my lord, Ebed-tob
speaks: a report of my words thou layest before the
king my lord: there are destroyed by the enemy the
countries of the king my lord.”
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No. 2

“To the king my lord, my Sun-god, speak thus:
|, Ebed-tob, thy servant, at the feet of the king m
lord seven times seven prostrate myself.

“Behold: the king my lord has established his
name at the rising of the sun and the setting ®f th
sun. Slanders they have uttered against me. Behold
| am not a governor, a vassal, to the king my lord
Behold: | am the ally of the king, and | have paid
the tribute of the king, even |. Neither my father
nor my mother, but the oracle of the mighty king,
established me in the house of my father.

“There have come to me 13 women as a
present, and 10 slaves Suta, the Commissioner of
the king, has come to me: 21 women-slaves and 20
male prisoners have been given into the hands of
Suta as a gift for the king my lord as the king has
ordained for his country.

“The country of the king is being destroyed, all
of it. Hostilities are carried on against me asdar
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the mountains of Seir, and the city of Gath-Karmel.
There is peace to all the other governors, but war
against myself is raised, since | see the men and |
do not see the tears of the king my lord because
war has been raised against me. ‘While there is a
ship in the midst of the sea,” — this is the oraafle
the mighty king, — ‘the conquests shall continue
of the country of Nakhrima and the country of
Babylonia.’

“And now the fortresses of the king the
Confederates are capturing. Not a single governor
remains among them to the king my lord; all are
destroyed. Behold: Tarbazu, thy soldier, in the
great gate of the city of Zilu has fallen. Behold:
Zimridi of Lachish, the servants who belonged to
the king have slain. Yaptikh-Addu thy soldier, on
the pavement of the city of Ziu they have
murdered. May the king my lord send help to his
country. May the king turn his face to the men.
May he despatch troops to his country. Behold if
no troops come this year, utterly destroyed will be
all the countries of the king my lord. They do not
tell to the face of the king my lord that the caynt
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of the king my lord is destroyed, and all the
governors are destroyed, if no troops come this
year. May the king send a Commissioner, and let
him come to me, even to me, with allies and we
will die with the king, our lord.

“To the secretary of the king my lord say: I,
Ebed-tob, thy servant, at thy feet prostrate myself
Let a report of my words be laid before the king
my lord. The servant of thy justice am I.”

No. 3

“To the king my lord speak thus: I, Ebed-tob,
thy servant, at the feet of my lord seven times
seven prostrate myself.

“Behold Malchiel does not separate himself
from the sons of Lab’al and the sons of Arzai to
demand the country of the king for themselves. As
for the governor who does this deed, why does not
the king question him? Behold Malchiel and Tagi
are they who have done this, since they have taken
the city of Rubute.
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“There is no royal guard. May the king live
eternally! May Puru go down to him! He has
departed in front of me; he is in the city of Gaza,
and let the kind send unto him the guard to defend
the country. All the country of the king is revalte
direct Yikhbil-Kkhamu to come, and let him
consider the country of the king my lord.

“To the secretary of the king my lord speak
thus: |, Ebed-tob, thy servant, fall at thy feett
report of my words be laid before the king.
Abundance of life be unto thee, thy servant am 1.”

No. 4

“To the king my lord speak thus: I, Ebed-tob,
thy servant, at the feet of the king my lord seven
times seven prostrate myself.

“The king knows the deed which they have
done, even Malchiel and Su-ardatum, against the
country of the king my lord, marshaling the forces
of the city of Gezer, the forces of the city of jat
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and the forces of the city of Keilah. They have
occupied the country of the city of Rabbah. The
country of the Kking has gone over to the
Confederates. And now at this moment the city of
the mountain of Jerusalem, the city of the temple o
the god Uras, whose name there is ‘Salim,
(Genesis 14:18; Hebrews 7:2) the city of the king,
IS separated from the locality of the men of thg ci
of Kellah.

“May the king listen to Ebed-tob, thy servant,
and may he despatch troops, and may he restore th
country of the king to the king. But if no troops
arrive, the country of the king is gone over to the
men, even the Confederates. This deed is the deec
of Su-ardatum and Malchiel. And may the king
send help to his country.”

No. 5

“And now as to the city of Jerusalem, if this
country remains to the king, why is it that theycit
of Gaza is fixed on for the government of the king?
Behold: the country of the city of Gath-Carmel, to
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Tagi and the men of the city of Gath has fallen
away. He is in Bit-Sani, and we have effected that
Lab’al and his country should give . . . to the men
of the district of the Confederates. Malchiel has
sent to Tagi and takes his sons hostages. He ha
granted all their requests to the men of Keilalll an
we have delivered the city of Jerusalem. The guard
whom thou has left in it, Khapi, the son of
Miyariya, has assembled. Addalim has remained In
his house in the city of Gaza.”

No. 6

“May the king consider all the countries which
excite hostilities against me, and may the kinglsen
help to his country. Behold: the country of theycit
of Gezer, the country of the city of Ashkelon, and
the city of Lachish, have given as their peace-
offerings food and oil and whatsoever the fortress
desires; and may the king send help to his troops;
may he despatch troops against the men who have
committed sin against the king my lord. If there
come his year troops, then there will remain both
provinces and governors to the king my lord; but if
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no troops arrive, there will remain no provinces or
governors to the king my lord.

“Behold: this country of the city of Jerusalem
neither my father nor my mother has given to me:
It was an oracle of the mighty king that gave it to
me, even to me. Behold: it is Malchiel, and iths t
sons of Lab’al who have given the country of the
king to the Confederates. Behold: the king my lord
IS just toward me. As to the Babylonians, let the
king ask the Commissioners how very strong is the
temple. And they have committed a very grievous
sin. . . . Thou has delivered the provinces in® th
hands of the city of Ashkelon. Let the king demand
of them abundance of food, abundance of oll,
abundance of wine, until Pauru, the Commissioner
of the king, comes up to the country of the city of
Jerusalem to deliver Adai along with the guard and
the allies. Let the king consider, let him speak to
me; let Adai deliver me. Thou wilt not desert it,
even this city, sending to me the guard and sending
the Commissioner of the king. Thy grace is to send
them. . . . The roads of the king | have made @& th
plain and in the mountains. Let the king my lord
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consider the city of Ajalon. | am not able to dirac
road to the king my lord according to thy
Instructions. Behold: the king has established his
name in the country of Jerusalem forever, and he
cannot forsake the districts of the city of Jeresal

“To the secretary of the king my lord speak
thus: I, Ebed-tob, thy servant, fall at thy feebyT
servant am |. A report of my words thou has laid
before the king my lord. The vassal of the king am
|. Abundance of life be to thee.”

This Labrai seems to have had the ambition to
take the whole of Palestine; for from Biridi, the
governor of Megiddo, there was sent the following
report of his threatening that city also: —

“To the king my lord and my Sun-god, speak
thus: I, Biridi, the servant of the Jurisdictiontbg
king, at the feet of the king my lord and my Sun-
god seven times seven prostrate myself. Let it be
known to the king my lord that since the entrance
of the soldiers of the palace, Lab’al has carriad o
hostilities against me, and we have not gone up
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against the cattle, and we have not gone up out of
the exit of the great gate which | have opened,
through fear of Lab’ai, since he learned that the
city of Aveti had received the soldiers of the
palace. And now he has set his face to take tlge cit
of Megiddo but let the king strengthen and rescue
his city in order that Lab’al may not take it. I€h
causes the city revolt from its allegiance, it dall
this year; but verily let the king give two men of
the guard to protect his city lest Lab’al capturéfi
there come not first the two men, at the time when
Lab’al marches up, the city of Megiddo he will
smite.”

The king of Egypt, in response to these many
and urgent calls from so many places at once,
began by sending an army under the command of
his general Horerheb, into Syria to meet the
powerful combination which Ebed-Ashera had
been able to effect there. The expedition was
successful, and Rib- Addu was enabled to make the
following joyful report: —

“To the great king, the king of the world, the
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king of Egypt, | present myself, O creator of
everything which is great, | the servant of the
mighty lord, to the king my lord; at the feet of my
lord, the Sun-god, seven times seven | prostrate
myself. Verily is the king my lord. Lo! exceedingly
powerful is he constituted. Lo! a mouth of
judgment in thy presence exists. “The men of the
city of Tsumura belonging to the king, are subjects
of the king. Lo! the city of Zarak sends this rapor
The four sons of Abd-Asirta have been captured,
and there is no one who has brought the news to
the king, as well as counsel. Behold! the servént o
thy justice am |, and as for thee, What | have thear

| have despatched to my lord. A march has been
made against the city of Tsumura which, like a bird
whose nest on a precipice is laid, is exceedingly
strong. And as for the messengers whom from the
house . . . | sent, into the city of Tsumura | have
seen their entrance.”

He was also enabled to report that “they have
taken Ebed-Ashera.” and that they had “destroyed
Ebed-Ashera out of the country of the Amorites.”
This, however, was the extent of the efforts of
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Egypt, for Amenophis IV died shortly afterward,
leaving no son, but seven daughters whose sever
husbands and some of the great officers of the
court and of the army entered upon a confused
strife for the possession of the supreme power.
“Everything shows us a time of trouble, of
continual revolution, and of civil discord.” At lias
